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Personal Attacks, 
l Poor Reporting 
Strickland Says 

• EDITORIALS WRITTEN on a personal basis, rever- 
sal of editorial policies, and inaccurate reporting were 
among the accusations made by Larry Strickland, 

president of the Student Council, et the Council's Hatchet Investigation 
Committee hearing last Friday afternoon. Presenting a lengthy brief, 
which included letters, and marled editorials from The Hatchet, Stricl- 
lend stated that the desire of the Council "is simply to promote good 
relations between the two (the Council and The Hatchet)." Test of 
his testimony is on Page 10. 
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Hatchet Personnel 
Chosen. Through 
Partiality— Linton 

• DR. CALVIN LINTON, Chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Publications, charged before the Student 
Council's Hatchet Investigation Committee Friday 

that the wort of the Board of Editors of The Hatchet leads one "to 
believe they have no concept of journalistic wort." The interest *f the 
Publications tSbnAilttee, he said, is "only from the point of view that 




' 




tkal '*f k #w r k a v > feetn many, many student* coming to me maintaining 
' filet they are not permitted to wort on The Hatchet, that they ere 
quietly sounded out as to their tiles end dislikes, as to the administra- 
tion politics, and no matter whet their wort is, they are refused aesign- 
ment on the staff." [ 

The verbatim test of Or. Linton's testimony is on Page I). 


• "EMOTIONAL AND IRRATIONAL"— So Larry Strickland charged the Editor, of Tho 
Hatchef in the course of his testimony- Friday before the Student Council's Hatchet Investi- 
gation Committee. Hie testimony was followed by e barrage of questions frem.the students 
in attendance. In the background is Dr. Fred Tupper, associate professor in the English De- 
partment end e member of the committee. v — , 


Investigation Committee Hears 
Charges; Editors Reply Friday 

VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT ON PAGE 5 l 


* PROBE INTQ the workings of The Hatchet began 
officially last Friday morning when the Student Coun- 
cil’s Hatchet Investigation Committee heard charges 
•gainst the editorial policy, news coverage, and other 
aspects of The Hatchet. . 

The Editors will main reply to the complaints 
In a second hearing to be held by the Committee Fri- 
day afternoon at 1 p.m. in Columbian House. The meet- 
ing will move to Government 1 at 2 p.m. The en- 
tire hearing on Friday is open to all students. 

Last Friday’s hearing began shortly after 11 a.m., 
on the second floor of Columbian House. The room was 
packed with an estimated 200 students, many of whom 
stood throughout the two-hour morning session. 

The committee, headed by Dick Generally, vice- 
president of the Student Council, is manned by Agar 
Jalcks, president of the Veterans Club; Philip Love, 
Instructor in journalism; Dr. Fred Tupper, associate 
professor of English; and Margaret Davis, of the 
Public Relations Office. 

First witness called was John G. Morris, who 
opened his testimony by declaring that his argument 
"is not with the stall; It is with the Board of Edi- 
tors.” He characterized Editors Mervin Lewis and 
Dorothy Henry as “shoddy and incompetent.” The 
gist at bis criticisms were that these two of the three 
editors have "no knowledge of make-up, good taste 


in editorials, what makes news, how to competently 
Judge the merits of a news story, no knowledge of 
what is commonly called ‘fair play .” 

Mr. Morris entered for the record several edi- 
torials and news stories which contained proofreading 
errors, errors in content, and “editorial bad taste." 

He criticized particularly the editorial, “How In- 
teresting!" which concerned the sale by Dr. Marvin of 
his private library by auction. 

At the Insistence of students present, Mr. Morris 
gave his qualifications for judgment of the paper, 
stating that he was “managing editor, feature editor 
and news editor of the Henry Clay High School ‘High 
Times,’ and is presently employed as an Information 
specialist with the War Department. 

Editor Harriet Schlff stated to the Committee and 
all present that “as a member of the Board of Edi- 
tors, I am as responsible 'for the editorial policy as 
any of the other two members,” after Morris had de- 
clined to blame Miss Schitf for the material which he 
considered objectionable, Since she holds the post of 
business manager, as well as being a member of the 
Board of Editors. 

Next witness to appqar was Jim Pughe, president 
of the Senior Class. 

Hie recommendations included provision of a 


salary for the Board of Editors and the Sub-Editorial 
Board; restrictions on the amount of outside work 
an editor may carry; a policy that the editors fre- 
quently consult with s faculty member who has 
journalistic experience. Speaking for Jim Cummings, 
comptroller of the Student Council, Pughe also recom- 
mended that grievance machinery be set up for any 
student who feels ha has been unfairly treated in 
Hatchet editorials. 

Following Pughe’s testimony, Jim Cummings gave 
further reasons for his suggestion that a grievance 
committee be formed. 

Cummings spoke briefly, and was followed by 
Lawrence Lyman, a student who said he has worked 
in the past on several college newspapers. He remarked 
that he felt The Hatchet had committed an indiscre- 
tion in publishing the editorial on the sale of Dr. Mar- 
vin's library, but that he also held the administration 
responsible because he felt the news Item on the 
library should have been referred to The Hatchet for 
publication. 

Lyman said that he felt that Morris "in bringing 
this matter up, was stepping out of line, because it 
certainly was not any reflection on him. If it was de- 
sired that It be brought up, President Marvin should 
have been the one to bring It up, not Mr. Morris." 

( P e n W a ne d on Page *) 
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Woodward Announces Leonard 
Elections Regulations Tops Bil 


The University 

Hatchet 


• STUDENT COUNCIL election* by secret ballot will be held April 
16, 17, and 18 on the first floor ol Columbian House, Larry Wood- 
ward, chairman ot the newly-Iormed Elections Committee, has 
announced. 

Voting hours will be held Wednesday and Friday, 10 a.m. to 
2 p.m. and 5 p.m.; Thursday, 

11:30 a.m. to 2 p.m. and 5 to 
8 p.m. 

In announcing the rules, Larry 
Woodward said that Wednesday. 

March 26, had originally been set 
as the time for candidates to sub-, 
mit their qualifications, but that 
this would probably have to be ex- 
tended one more week because of 
the short notice of the rules. The 
committee set a maximum of 910 
as the amount which may be spent 
for advertising. 

As to the actual voting procedure, 
the committee has established the 
following rules. 

1. There will be ae electioneering la 
CelaaiMaa Honan. 

*• Bath stndent mart present hie ae- 
tlvlly card (algaed) sad am ether 
ef Identification to vote. 

3. Bach activity card will be stamped 
before the voter will be given a ballet. 

4. The ballet will be secret. 

I. the ballots will be placed la a 

vaalt whea voting; Is aet fa progress. 

f. Counting of ballets will net be- 
gin aatll 7 :M p.m. Friday, April it. 

The following rules and qualifica- 
tions concerning Student Council 
elections are quoted from the Coun- 
cil constitution: 

Art. 1, Sec. C. A student may run 
for an office in the Student Council 
if he meets the following qualifica- 
tions: 

1. General qualifications 

a. He shall not be on probation. 

b. He ahall have completed at 
least two semesters or residence 
In the George Washington Uni- 
versity. having completed at 
least twelve semester hours. 

s. He shall have a record of meri- 
torious service In campus activi- 
ties. as shall be determined 


RSPRSSKNTSO FOR NATIONAL ADVHIISING IV 

Notional Advertising Sorvico, Inc. 

Colin • Poblilhort tfpfSMMflw 

420 MADISON AVI NEW YORK. N. Y. 

Chicago - lottos • Los Angelas Saa Frsaclsco 


• OREL LEONARD has been cast 
in the lead role of King Lear in 
Cue snd Curtain’s forthcoming pro- 
duction, Director Floyd Sparks an- 
nounced. 

Lear’s daughters will be portray- 
ed by Elaine Hatch as Regan, Betty 
Swanson as Cordelia, and Judith 
Clark as GoneriL 

Supporting roles are filled by Alan 
Wakefield as King of France, Jack 
Schnider as Duke of Gloucester, 
Bob Cordell as Edgar, Eugene Pic- 
ciano as Edmund, Thomas Baker as 
Duke of Burgundy, William Meyer 
as Duke of Cornwall, Samuel Gal- 
loway as Duke of Albany, Joe Cohen 
as Earl of Kent, Jim Rausch as 
Curan, Oscar Senft as the Old Man, 
Charles Cross as the Doctor, Bob 
Keefe as the Fool, Harold Borger 
as Oswald, William Brooks as the 
Captain, and Reis Pond and Law- 
rence Gochberg as Gentlemen. 

A few parts as soldiers and mem- 
bers of the crowd are still open, 
Mr. Sparks said. 

Dr. Frederick Tupper of the 
English Department will assist in 
the production. 


the Student Council the following: 

L A certificate from the Registrar, 
to prove satisfaction of the 
scholarship and residence require- 

J. A list of his campus activities. 
Section C. The Student Council 
shall aet up a committee on Quali- 
fication. 

1. The Committee on Qualifications 
shall consist of the President end 
Secretary of the following organi- 
sations : 

a. The Engineer's Council 

b. The Student Bar Association 
e. The Interfraternity Council 
4. The Panhelienic Connc 11 

A Mortar Board 

Any member of the Qualifications 
who Is a candidate for office shall 
appoint a substitute from the 
group he represents. 

X. The duties snd powers of the 
Committee on Qualifications shall 


EDITORIAL OFFICES. 

TELEPHONE. 

PLANT 


Associated Collegiate Pres* 
1946 Member 1947 


Vlr,l>U H.rr, 
Churl,'. 1.1)1*. 
John DoaaJdtea 


JUNIOR STAFF 
J. E. Fouche 
Nadia M easing 
Bernard Levin 
Lawrence Ingram 


Elisabeth Legan 
Paal Thorn peon 

Prleellla Hart 
Eageale Lee 


Duke Glee Club 
To Sing Tonight 

• THE DUKE UNIVERSITY Gle, 
Club will present • program at 
Llsner Auditorium tonight at 8:19 
p.m. Tickets are available at the 
auditorium box office. 


Letters to the Editor will be accepted from all atadenta 
registered at the University, alemnl, faculty, administration, 
officials and former student* new en wnr leave. All lettere 
mast bear the name and address of the writer, and weald 
mat be Interpreted to represent the opinions or policy ef The 


When it’s NEW it’s ml u DAVID RICHARD » 

Rr*t In Washington At Popular Pricas 

French Cuff Shirts 
with Spread Collars 

i . n( ■* '' . . ;• * 

la a Lustrous WMtu Broadcloth 


Apologies 

• OUR EDITORIAL, ol two weeks ago, “How Interest* 
Higr has caused many students to advise us that they 
do not a^ree with the implications which they iounf 


Although we heel that the sale by Dr. -Marvin of 
his library justified editorial comment, we did not 
intend to imply that he is necessarily obligated to 
donate his personal property to the University; nor 
did we intend thereby an undue invasion upon Dr. 
Marvin's privacy. , • 

Inasmuch as our intentions have been misinter* 
preted by many readers, we feel it fitting and proper 
to apologize for this interpretation which we did not 
anticipate. ^ J 

It appears evident that in this instance our choice 
of words should have been more careful, our approach 
more realistic. Again, we apologize. 


David Rickard brings you tbe newest always • • • f 
French Cuffs with your favorite spread collar in 4 
tailored gleaming white broadcloth. Sizes 14 to 14. 


(1) He ahall have served at 
leant one term ae buaineaa 
manager or financial direc- 
tor of one of the major ac- 
tivities. or a* the treasurer 
of a social fraternity. 

(3) He ahall have completed at 
least one year of academic 
work In the principles of 
accounting or equivalent 
thereof. 

«l Activities Director 

(1) He shall have completed at 
. least three semesters of 
residence at the George 


• Limited Quantity! lutten-down Oxfords In white, blue, ten 
or grey 


WsihilK to* University, 
having completed at least 
eighteen semester hours, 
i. Social Chairman 

(1) He shall have served at 
least one term as Social 
chairman of a campus or- 
ganisation. 

Article IV. Elections of Members to the 
Student Council 

Section A. The members of the Stu- 
dent Council are to be elected by the 
student body at large between April 
IS and May 15 of each vear, and ahall 
take office at the end of that semester 
for a term of one year. 

Section B. Any student wishing to 
become a candidate for an office of the 
Student Council may do so by sub- 
mitting to the Elections Committee of 


DAVID RICHARD 

1/? 3019 M Street N.W. 


And Thanks 


• IT IS A DIFFICULT matter, particularly at this 
time, to express our appreciation to the scores of stu* 
dents whose sentiments were evidently with The 
Hatchet during the investigation last Friday. 

The questions posed from the floor Indicated that 
the students were anxious to see that the critics of 
The Hatchet presented themselves In good faith. 
Their success in determining this is, in a majority of 
cases we feel, borne out by the verbatim report, which 
requires no editorial comment. 

After contributing what of ourselves we have to 
offer we feel that we have been more than amply re- 
warded by the support which the student body af- 
forded us. It was difficult in the face of certain of the 
accusations to overcome the natural human tendency 
to feel like the condemned trio — until, of course, the 
sentiment of the students was expressed through their 
questions and comments. 

We have never claimed ourselves Infallible, and 
It appears that certain critics who testified expect us 
to be so. But that we have spoken In most instances 
for most of the student body was made clear to us 
by the support which w« received. 

We shall continue throughout our term as editore 
to speak for the student body as we are best able to 
Judge thetr wishes. And we have seen that our policy 
of calling a apade a spade — a policy which we can* 
not atymjqn a n d /wn atg qgtoqt-rbJs s a grt S TO t W itt), 
what the students want 


SHE’S borrowed my date 
and my * . ^ 


For the Vet Band 
Informal Dance 


blouse! 


Floral Service 


Hotel Washington 
Lobby F St. Entrance 
15th and F Set., N.W. 
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Production Groups Present Hatchet Investigators 
Annual Modern Dance Concert ^ ear Charges Filed 


At Friday's Hearing 


• SPONSORED by the General Alumni Association of the University, the ninth annual Modern 
Dance Concert will be presented by the Dance Production Groups Friday night at 8:30 in Lisner 
Auditorium. There will be no admission charge. 

Among the highlights of the program announced by Sybella Clayton, business manager of 
the groups, are the ‘Temptation Ballet” from ‘‘Ladies in Hades”, and music written especially for 
some of the dances by the mod- 

ern composer Everett Stevens. H 

Till- fit! h'< I 1 ! ' : : : i 1 ! I ' ! i--.il I ’ • i i i I - 1- ' i I 

of Miss Kll/abet h 


(Continued from Pare 1) 

Ted Miller followed Lyman. Miller spoke lengthily, In the 
main fh defense of The Hatchet's position in the investigation. 

He remarked that many of ‘‘the proposed actions in Mr. Mor- 
ris’ brief smacked of repression.” 

Miller commented on his pride in The Hatchet’s position as 
an independent newspaper, add- 
ing that ‘‘if we are not to be 
encouraged to express ourselves 
freely while In school, . . . where, 

Indeed, will we acquire the habit?" 

He said he feels “this investiga- 
tion establishes a most unwhole- 
some precedent, to wit,, that a 
newspaper, supposedly free, is be- 
holden to some sort of Inquisitory 
tribunal.” 

Concluding his statements, Miller 
said, "What has happened? A dis- 
charged Hatchet reported had ap- 
peared before the Council and in- 
flamed It against the editorial board 
which dismissed him. There has 
been no mass outpouring of antl- 
Hatchet sentiment from the student 
body. A Council so easily moved 
into what can well become an at- 
tack upon the school paper's free- 
dom should certainly be given no 
permanent part In Its manage- 
ment." 

Following certain comments re- 
garding procedure, the morning 
hearing was concluded. 

At 2:00 p, m. the Committee re- 
convened In Government 1. The 
number of students in attendance 
had increased to several hundred, 
who came and went as classes per- 
mitted. - \ J 

In the absence of Generelly, Agar 
Jalcks took over the chair. 

First student to testify was Law- 
rence Gochberg. His comments 
largely concerned the fact that 
there "are no hard and fast laws 
. . . especially In a college nevs- 
paper which is probably the testing 
and experimental ground of all 
Journalism." \ 

He rapped The Hatchet for Its 


the direction 
Burtner. 

Part I of the program will In- 
clude Three Sisters; Comments on 
Everyday Life: Three to Make 

Ready; Park Scene; Curiosity; 
False Rumor; Waiting for a Bus; 
and Square Dance Tonight. Part 
II will include Witchcraft; Remi- 
niscence; Primitive Dance; and 
Temptation Ballet. 

Pianist-composer Everett Stevens' 
music provides the setting for 
."Three Sisters," the first of several 
new dances on the program. 

In addition to Mr. Stevens’ works, 
music by Casella, Gould, Bartok. 
Guion, Ravel, Stravinsky, and 
George Bishop will be featured In 
the concert. 

“Comments on Everyday Life" 
will include two new dances, “Park 
Scene" and “Curiosity." A series of 
cartoons appearing in The New 
Yorker is the source material for 
“Park Scene." 

“Curiosity" was composed in 
canon form by Kitty Killeen as a 
project In a University dance class 
and proved so successful that It 
was expanded for the dance con- 
cert. 

Another of the "Comments," 
“False Rumor," Is based on James 
Thurber’s story of "The Day the 
Dam Broke." 

“Square Dance Tonight" features 
Joe Schenk as caller and ballad 
singer. 

.“Tradition runs that old custom 
was to deck a young maiden In gay 
apparel and sacrifice her to obtain 
a plentiful inundation," wrote Sir 
James Frazer In The Golden Bough. 
This theme of self-sacrifice Is the 
basis of the “Primitive Dance," 
which features the dant^*~ 


meet with the Student Council, 
failure to publish • letter from 
Janet Glisson, and numerous edi- 
torials which he considered objec- 
tionable; and accused The Hatchet 
of reversing Its editorial policy, an 
unnecessarily critical attitude, and 
faulty reporting. 

Pughe questioned Strickland as 
to whether the brief had "been 
passed by every member of the 
Student Council," to which Strick- 
land replied that it had. This was 
refuted by Larry Woodward, Advo- 
cate of the Student Council, who 
remarked that he had not “seen 
everything in the brief," where- 
upon Strickland amended his state- 
ment, saying that it had the ap- 
proval of the majority of members 
of the Council. / 

Jack Voneiff asked Strickland if 
he felt he could impartially con- 
sider the report of the Committee, 
however Impartial the Committee 
itself might be, In the light of the 
fact that Strickland had appointed 
the committee, and now appeared 
before it as a witness, "presenting 
opinions and criticisms of editorials 
that your own Council w^iich ap- 
pointed the'Committee has presum- 
ably already arrived at.” \ 

Strickland replied, H Yes,\ cer- 
tainly. I will stay out of it en- 
tirely." 

Following further questioning of 
Strickland from the Committee, 
and the students present, Dr./C. D. 
Linton, chairman of the Committee 

on Publications, e tv senled his tes- 


Photo by Holbrook 


THE TEMPTRESS AND THE TEMPTED 
Kitty Killeen (Drugs) are pictured In the opening scene of the Temptation 
Ballet, which will be featured In the annual recital of the Modern Dance 
Production Groups Friday night at Lisner Auditorium. 


Address by Senator Morse 
Highlights ODK Convocation 

• FIFTY -TWO UNIVERSITIES and colleges were represented at 
the annual Omicron Delta Kappa convention held last week in Lis- 
ner Auditorium. 

The convention formally opened Thursday at 8 p.m. with an 
opening welcome address delivered by Dean H. G. Doyle in the 
abaanceof Dr. Cloyd Heck Mgr- — 


The Grind, proposed campus humor 

magaitne. He also dealt with de- 
partures by The Hatchet from Its 
organizational plan, errors in re- 
porting, and failure to properly cor- 
rect errors. 

Dr. Linton did not remal^f for 
questions from the floor. 

Following Halberstadt’s testi- 
mony. numerous questions regard- 
ing procedure were posed by the 
students, and when no further wit- 
nesses against The Hatchet ap- 
pesre, the hearing was adjourned 
at 4:40 p. m., after the date of Fri- 
day, March 28 was set for a con- 
tinuance of the hearing. 


the editorial concerning the sale of 

Dr. Marvin's library. 

Gochberg defended The Hatchet 
on the point of technical errors. 

Next witness to appear was Larry 
Strickland, president of the Student 
Council. Strickland presented the 
committee with a lengthy brief 
which stated his case against The 
Hatchet. 

He diseased what he termed re- 
fusal by the Board of Editors to 


Following the convocation, a 

smoker was held in the Willard 
Hotel. 

Convention committees met Fri- 
day in Lisner Auditorium. 

Friday evening the Mayflower 
Hotel was the scene of the conven- 
tion banquet. The main speaker 
was O. C. Carmichael, president of 
Carnegie Foundation for Advance- 


At the formal business sessions 
Saturday morning In Lisner Audi- 
torium, the following ODK officers 
were elected: president, Dr. R. C. 
McDanel of the University of Rich- 
mond; secretary. Robert Bishop of 
the University of Cincinnati; treas- 
urer, Dr. Mclntire of the Univer- 
sity of Kentucky. 


;e Bishop. 


phoreography for the entire pro- 
gram is by Miss Burtner In col- 
laboration with the personnel of 
the Dance Groups. 

Principal accompanist is Jack 
Giblette. George Bishop will ac- 
company the “Temptation Ballet" 
and the square dance number. 


ON AHEAD THEY GOI 
COLORFUL! WEARABLE! 
REASONABLE! 

And Aa Sure Aa It's Spring They're 

SEASONABLE! 


ICE... 

SKATING 

BOWLING 


Hand Painted ^xclugively For 


Stlice 6 l/l/c 

1917 H Street, N. W. 


DI. 4162 


McKee’s Maxwell Cafeteria 

20th and 6 Sts., N.W. 


It’s the easiest way 

to have freah clean clothee 


WOODWARD & LOTHROP 


Drive over to 
THE LAUNDROMAT 


DANCING 


Scarfs Become "Individually Yours 


Every Friday. Saturday, and Sunday night 
beginning at nine o'clock. 


Wash, ring* and damp dry your 
own laundry without any effort 
on your part In a half hour— 
at a very moderate charge of 
only 25c up to 9 lbs. dry weight 
Soap is 5c additional.. 


Scarfs from our wide and wonderful collection become as 
individual as your own signature with your ingenious ways of 
wearing them. For spicing your Easter costume ... all your 
spring clothes with originality, choose from a gala group of 
rayons and pure silks, $2 to $5. 


New Melody 


Washington's Finest Ballroom 

3806 34 Street, N. E. Mt. Rail 

I just otl Rhode Island Art.) 

Harry Hier presents 
Don Daumit and His All-Star Orchestra 

Stags Permitted 


W A L— Neckwear, Aisle 15, First Floor 





Sororities 

Sponsor 

Songfest 


Vets Play 
For Dance 
Saturday 


Religious 

sNotes* 


• IN AN ARTICLE last week 
on Summer Sessions, Dr. 
Michell Dreete, Dean of the 
Summer Sessions, was quoted 
as saying that 9,000 students 
were expected to attend the 
sessions. 

This was a. typographical 
error, which should have read 
5,000 students were expected to 
attend the sessions. 


• WITH THE TOPIC “Your Re- 
ligion: How Mature Is It?" the 
Reverend Edward Hughes Pruden 
of the First Baptist Church ,will 
conclude hia series of Lenten Ad- 
dresses on “Your Religion” Friday 
at the University Chapel in the 
Sanctuary of Western Church, 1906 
H Street, N. W., from 12:10 to 
12:30 p. m. 


BY VIRGINIA MYERS 
Baptist Student Union 

• TONIGHT AT 7:45 p.m. in Co- 
lumbian House, Baptist students 
will study the Book of Mark. Stu- 
dents of the University are invited 
to hear Dr. Raymond Seeger, noted 
atomic scientist, speak on “What the 
Stars Tell Us About God” next 
Saturday evening at 7:45 p.m. in 
the Lutheran Service Center, 736 
Jackson Place, N. W. 

Canterbury Club 

• THE CANTERBURY CLUB of 
St. Mary’s Church and its leader, 
the Rev. George Tittman, will be 
the guests of the University Can- 
terbury Club next Sunday night at 
6:00 p.in. in the Parish Hall of St 
John’s Episcopal Church, 821 Six- 
teenth Street, N. W. The Reverend 
Tittmann will be the speaker for 
the evening. 

Christian Science Organization 

• THE REGULAR Worship Serv- 
ice this week will be held Thursday 
at 5:15 p.m. in Columbian House. 

Lutheran Student Association 

• THERE WILL BE no meeting of 
the Lutheran Student Association 
until Saturday, April 19. A party 
Is being planned for all the relig- 
ious groups at the University. 

Newman Club 

• IN COLUMBIAN HOUSE on 
Thursday, April 10 at 8:15 p.m. the 
Newman Club will hold a business 
meeting for the purpose of nom- 
inating new officers and voting on 
the constitution. 

• W. MORRIS WEISS, assistant 
secretary of the Y.M.C.A. in Balti- 
more, will be the speaker tonight 
in Columbian House at 7:30 p.m. 

Westminster Foundation 

• PLANS FOR THE Spring Week- 
end Fellowship to be held on April 
19 and 20 at Holiday House will be 
discussed tonight at 8:00 p.m. In 
the Foundation Room of Western 
Church, 1006 H Street, N. #. &£• 


• GLENN FORREST and Ray 
Payne will present an informal 
dance Saturday night from 9 to 12 
p. m. in the University gymnasium 
to the music of their 12-piece vet- 
erans bands. Admission will be 
sixty cents per person, stag or date. 

Saturday's dance will be In the 
nature of an experiment to measure 
student approval of similar low- 
priced functions. If the turnout for 
the event is sufficient, it will form 
the basis for a series of dances to 
follow in the near future. 

The orchestra It the same one 
which played for the AU-Unlverslty 
Prom at the Statler earlier this 
month. This may be the only op- 
portunity for students to hear the 
new combination before the Vet- 
erans Club Spring Dance on April 


• THE ANNUAL PANHELLENIC 
Sing, in which all campus social 
sororities participate, will be held 
tomorrow' rilfcht in Lisner Audi- 
torium, at 8:00 p. m. There is no 
admission charge, and the entire 
University is invited. \ 

Judges for the sing will be James 
L. McLain from the Music Depart- 
ment of American University; Louis 
Potter,, chairman of the Washing- 
ton Choral Society; and Charlotta 
Klein. 

Dr. Robert H. Harmon, director 
of the Combined Glee Club*, will 
act as master of ceremonies. 

The competition will be opened 
by Delta Zeta Sorority singing 
“You and the Night and the Music" 
and “Delta Zeta Devotional.” Next 
will be Kappa Alpha Theta* "My 
Heart Stood Still” and ‘Theta Lips”}. 
Sigma Kappa, “Serenade.” froln the 
Student Prince, and “Sigma Kap- 
pa”; Kappa Delta. "Summertime" 
and “Kappa Delta Rose." >* 

PI Beta Phi, “It’s a Grand Night 
for Singing” and “Pi Phi Sym- 
phony”; Phi Sigma Sigma. “My 
Johann” and "Sorority Song”; Al- 
pha Delta PI, “Why Do I Love 
You ?” and "Alpha Delta Pi 
Blues"; Kappa Kappa Gamma, 
‘Temptation” and “Lullaby”; Delta 


Seminar Group 
To Hold Forum 


Seniors, Juniors 
May Order Rings 

• SENIORS AND juniors who wish 
class rings will, have an opportu- 
nity to order them at a booth In 
the Student Club tomorrow. 

Seniors are again requested by 
the class officers to fill out one of 
ttie Senior Class Questionnaires In 
Miss Klrkbride*s office or the Regis- 
trar’s Office. For the benefit of the 
night students the forme are avail- 
able at the switchboard In Strong 
HalL 

Gene Patermaster Is chairman of 
the Publicity Committee; Rusty 
Schlff, Banquet Committee; and 
Bob Flanders, Production Commit- 
tee. Any members of the class who 
want to work on any of the com- 
mittees should contact the chair- 
man. 


• WORLD GOVERNMENT SEMI- 
NAR will present a forum Thurs- 
day at 8:15 p.m. in Building D-300. 

The speakers, who were furnished 
by the Washington Association of 
Scientists, will Include Dr. Mark 
ty. Woods, professor of botany st 
Maryland University and Dr. Her- 
man G. du Boy, bio-physicist st the 
National Institute of Health In 
Bethesda, Maryland. 

There will be a 30-mlnute lecture, 
followed by open discussion from 
the floor. 


Hellenic Society 
Holds War Relief 

• THE HELLENIC SOCIETY ha, 
chosen Saturday, March 29, as 
Greek War Relief Day for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

All University women Interested 
in aid to Greece should report Sat- 
urday morning at 10:00 a. m. at tha 
office of the Greek War Relief, Inc* 
1706 G Street, N. W. 


Gamma, “Dancing in tha Dark" and 
“Anchored"; Chi Omega, “Bahia” 
and “My One Chi O Girl"; Zeta Tau 
Alpha, "One Alone" and “I Hear 
the Call of Zeta”; Phi Mu, “Black 
Magic" and “Phi Mu Medley." 


Meeting .will fep- 
ture the Reverend Stewart Mac- 
Kenzie, pastor of Western Presby- 
terian Church, who will speak on 
the “Meaning of the Resurrection." 


New Mail Call 
Appears April 2 
In Magazine Form 

• MAIL CALL, published as a 
news magazine by the Student Vet- 
erans Club, will make it debut on 
campus on April 2, Woodrow Gor- 
baeh, member of the editorial 
board, has announced. 

Using Time magazine’s format* 
Mall , Call will contain approxi- 
mately 16 pages and will be printed 
•twice a month. Issues will be sold 
at 10c per copy or by subscription. 
Further information concerning 
subscriptions can be obtained by 
writing Mail Call, 722 Twenty- 
second Street, N. W. 

Editorial board members Jay 
Gluck, Woodrow Gorbach, Gary 
Reynolda, and Leon Shampain have 
announced that numerous oppor- 
tunities to work as reportorial and 
rewrite men exist on tjie Mail Call 
staff for students Interested In fur- 
thering their journalistic careers. 
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Menv people see# to think It If lacking in many 
MvT^l%7polnU of organization that would be 

beneficial to The Hatchet and the raat of the. student 
organizations, and to the student body as a whole, 
and we would Uke to improve, It possible, the caliber 
ot the journalists and to tie this in with the Journalism 
Department Those are two ideas which have been 
mentioned. 

We are starting, in essence, from scratch on this 
thing. Today we hope to have statements by these 
same people who have voiced criticisms and complaints 
at least in written outline form that we can mull over 
later, but which they can present at some length at 
this hearing. We would like to take those statements 
and recommend to the Student Council what action 
It should take. The Council is the organization which 
recommends changes, and it is on Its say-so that any 
such reorganization takes place. 

At this first meeting, we are going to try and 
confine ourselves to the complaints and criticisms 
against The Hatchet in the present editorial policy, 
organization, and personnel. We are going to try to 
keep the personality element out of this. That is defi- 
nitely out for our purposes. This meeting is going 
to be for the purpose of what has been said against 
The Hatchet. At a meeting subsequent to this, at due 
notice and agreed upon — and I would say no more 
than a week from now — we will meet again, at which 
time The Hatchet will have its opportunity to present 
whatever it chooses or to present whatever complaints 
or suggestions it might have as to the improvements 
of its own organization and in ways in which the 
Council could help it, and the school Is to air Its views, 
refute anything that was said. 

Following that, there will be another meeting at 
which the Committee will present its recommenda- 
tions, after having drawn them up, to the Student 
Council. At that time, there will be a brief period 
available for rebuttal, If you want to call It that, on 
both sides. 

. Just to get this thing actually started, I would 
like at this time to get the names of those people who 
have something to say today and-who can support 
their statements or their views, if possible, with some 
written statement There are a few of those people 
here, 1 know, so if you would raise your hands we will 
get your names. 

First of all, if Mr. Morris is here. I would like to 
put him down as our first witness. What is your full 
name, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. JOHN G. MORRIS: My name is John G." .' 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY : Are there any other 
people here today? I believe Me. Pughe is here. 

MR. JAMES PUGHE: Shall I have to come up and 
confine my remarks to antl-Hatchet remarks? 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: No, as long as it Is 


CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: This is merely a 
statement for the benefit of the Investigating Com- 
mittee and the members of The Hatchet staff. If you 
have anything which you think will throw a light on 
it, please bring It to the attention of the Committee 
or The Hatchet staff. It is merely in the interest of 
time that we approach it in this way. 

MR. LAWRENCE GOCHBERG: Mr. President, I 
object to your "time and expediency.” There is no 


the witness has had in that field of publication. Is that MR. GOCHBERG: May I offer this suggestion? 
acceptable? Let’s adopt the plan of having every speaker say his 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: I believe possibly we *ay and then have a period of cross-examination. Let’s 
will let those questions go and answer them foUowing make that clear that there will be a question period, 
the testimony. If you will make a note of them, we You shouldn’t limit this to a brief amount of time or 
will too. any amount - 

MR. JANSON: We would like to know what ex- CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: I think in the inter- 
perience he has had to present his complaints. est of avoiding confusion on the thing we will hear the 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: You will have an statements first, 
opportunity to ask any questions following the testi- MR. GOCHBERG: That is what is creating the 
mony. He may have facts to bring out the answers confusion. 

to vour questions CHAIRMAN GENERELLY. I think it will be 

MR. JANSON: We have to listen to the gentle- borne out in the testimony that the Committee can 
man’s testimohy, and we would like to know what teach the concl usio ns. 

bask he is speaking on so that we will be able to judge MR - SCHNITMAN: The Committee would have 
as Hb talks to recommend to the Student Council; is that right? 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY : Possibly he will take CHAIRMAN GENERELLY. The Committee will 
your statement to mind. recommend on the basis of what is saldto the Student 

MR. MORRIS: First, up until a short time ago, Council any constructive changes in The Hatchet or 
there was on The Hatchet office bulletin board a letter whatever else there may be. . 

written to Miss Dorothy Henry, a member of the MR. ’ 

Board of Editors. That letter was written by a news- CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: I thought I had in- 

paper man working for the Associated Press. The let- troduced the members of the Committee to you. We 
ter was in answer to a letter from Miss Henry in which have Mr Agar Jalcks and myself, repj^nting the 
she asked for a critique, or appraisal, of the make-up Student CouncU ; Miss Davis of the PubUcity Depart- 
of an issue of The Hatchet which she sent to the news- »ent, and Mr. Love, of the Journalism Department, of 
man. It Is possible that the letter, with its critique, the Evening Star. 

and the returned copy, of The Hatchet, conveniently Go ahead, Mr. Morris, and we will limit any cross- 
marked with a pencil to show errors, is still In exist- examination Of these witnesses to following the testi- 
ence. If so, I would like to enter it as evidence to show mony. . .. 

that the make-up of The Hatchet Is not all that it MR. RAKER: Then without further testimony or 
should be. If it k not still in existence, I would like discussion on what we have started, I would Uke to 
to say that I have seen the letter, and can assure you question something the Chair said in his opening re- 
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Hatchet. I would Hke to know how you intend to do i 
It without touching the personalities? 

\ CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: We win try and dls- 1 
regard the personality element, and you can take it for 
what it is worth. It is simply not to cloud the issue. 

If the personalities come up we will take the criticism 
and the remarks for what it is worth. 

Mr. Morris will continue and following that, wa 
wiU allow time for a few comments and questions di- 
rected to him. 

MR. MORRIS: I would like to enter this clipping 
from the November 7 th issue of The Hatchet Appear- 
ing on the front page appears to be a news story. I will 
leave it up to Mr. Love as to whether it is a news story 
or anybody else who is an authority. I will read the 
lead of it: 

‘‘Dr. Hermann Joseph Muller, this year’s winner 
of the Nobel Prize for medicine and physiology, spoke 
with reporters in an interview at the University last 
Friday regarding his achievements which resulted in 
his winning of the award." t 

That is' the lead of this news story. In the second 
paragraph there is an interesting statement: 

“Accompanied by Dr. Benjamin D. Van Evera, 
professor at the University of Copenhagen and a world 
, renowned physicist . . .” 

In fact, he is the Executive Officer of the George 
Washington University Department of Chemistry. I 
would like to enter that. 

As to “fair play” referred to in point 5, I need 
only mention that it took The Hatchet three issues, to 
present most of the story as it related to the Grind, 
humor magazine. I still will not admit that both sides 
of the question have been clearly presented, because 
I have talked to the person whom The Hatchet quoted 
and misquoted so often in connection with the Grind 
affair, Dr. C. D. Linton, the Chairman of the Publica- 
tions Committee. 

Now, at this point, I would like to make a reveal- 
ing comparison. I am going to quote from an editorial 
in The Hatchet for Tuesday, February 11, 1947 : , 

“The president of the Student Council is fast 
becoming the student body's number one candidate for 
the most disliked personage among us, and together 
with many Council members, is dragging the Council 
through the muck.” 

I would like to call attention to the words “the 
student body’s number one candidate." That phrase 
means that The Hatchet knows for a fact what the 
student body's opinion of the president of the Student 
Council is. 

In the editorial entitled “How Interesting" which 
appeared in The Hatchet on Tuesday, March. llrfT 
would like to quote the following Words: 

“For a number of years it has been generally 
anticipated (and certainly reasonably so) that the 
collection would be donated to our own very needy 
library — one which a good number of the faculty and 
most of the student body condemn as hopelessly in- 
adequate.” 

I would like to extract those few words, “one 
which a good number of the faculty and most of the 
student body” and then hold them up in the bright 
light of The Hatchet's own admission that they cannot 
possibly ascertain what the majority opinion of the 
student body is. But The Hatchet doesn't bother with 
just “supposing" what the opinion of the student 
body Is, it also just “supposes” what a good number 
of the faculty think, presumably for no other purpose 
than to support their ideas, not any facts that they 
have presented. There it is in The Hatchet’s own words. 

Here is a dipping from the Washington (D. C.) 
Daily News, March 12, 1947, the final edition. This is 
a downtown commercial paper that depends on sales 
for its existence, which The Hatchet does not. The 
headline is “GW 'Hatchet' Hits Prexy on Book Sale.” 

“Dr. Cloyd Heck Marvin, President of George 
Washington University, today branded as ‘sheer imper- 
tinence’ an editorial in the weekly atudent newspaper, 
The Hatchet, criticizing the sale of his library at auc- 
tion in New York. 

‘The editorial rapped Dr. Marvin sharply, stating 
•For a number of years it has been generally antici- 
pated (and certainly reasonably so) that the collection 
» , would be donated to our own very needy library — one 
which a good number of the faculty and most of the 
"student body condemn as hopelessly inadequate.” 

This was Dr. Marvin’s answer: 

“Dr. Marvin replied that he had gone through the 
entire collection to be sold — about 50 per cent of his 
25,000 volumes — with the school librarian and that 
although some were turned over to the University 
library, many of the books would have duplicated those 
, already available at George Washington. 

“ ‘Nothing that was sold would have been of par- 
ticular value to a student library,' Dr. Marvin told the 
News. 

“ *You know how a library accumulates through 
the years and grows with the individual. I had a fine 
working library, but when I moved from a large home 
into an apartment, I found that I had no room for 
25,000 books. 

' " ‘So I went through them carefully, selecting the 
ones that t wanted to keep. Then the librarian of the 
school and I discussed them and turned over some to 
the library there. After that, I shipped the remainder 
to New York. 

“ ’Some that were sold and some I am keeping are 
of great value — they aren’t even in the Library of 
Congress. I fed very badly at selling my friends, but 
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I couldn't keep all of them.” 

“Dr. Marvin said he hasn’t learned how much the 
collection brought. It was described as an excellent one, 
featured by histories of various countries and their 
literary and constitiutlonal development. Other books 
were on religion, biographies, art, and sets of stand- 
ard authors. 

“Although no members of The Hatchet staff could 
be reached for comment today, the University Public 
Relations office explained there is no direct supervision 
of the newspaper by the faculty, although a publica- 
tions committee, headed by Professor C. D. Linton, has 
the job of 'keeping the lid on’ all George Washington 
publications.” 

Now, that was on the date of March 12th. They 
decided it was worth while putting in. Evidently, they 
did decide it was worth while because they put it in. 

MR. FELD: I would like to ask a very pertinent 
question. - 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: The questions will 
be asked after they make their statements. 

MR. FELD: I would like to know if the witness 
Is setting himself up as an expert. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: We will hold all 
questions until he has completed his statement. 

MR. FELD: I would like to know, and I believe 
the majority here would like to know, his qualifica- 
tions before proceeding further. 

MR. LOVE: I think we better proceed with the 
testimony. It is always custormary to hear the wit- 
ness before he is subject to cross-examination. 

MR. FELD: Isn’t It customary to have the wit- 
ness state his qualifications before his statement? 

MR. LOVE: You don’t need any qualifications to 
appear before a committee. 

MR. RAKER: In his testimony— and perhaps it 
is pertinent, too — I would like Mr. Morris to define 
"newsworthy.” 

MR. LOVE: I think we will take care of that later, 
too, if you don’t mind. 

MR. MORRIS: I would like to read you an editorial 
entitled "The Gilded Turkey" from The Hatchet. “In 
spite of our efforts, errors will probably exist and 
omissions even inevitable.” We quote verbatim from 
what an editor of a recent handbook has employed to 
grace the pages of his publication. 

“As a fellow publication, The Hatchet has been 
utterly amazed that the Student Council could sit idly 
by and entertain the inane excuses presented for the 
delay in publication. 

"Weeks have grown into months, and the editor 
has achieved the astounding delay of almost four 
months almost to the day. Certainly, the student body 
is entitled to expect much after this procrastination. 

“But mere curscryexamlnation. reveals that every 
page is a masterpiece ef ignorance of writing, com- 
position, proofreading, and all the other essential proc- 
esses of publication. _ ,, 

“Add to this the grammar-school writing, the 
uninteresting and unimaginative composition, and the 
crass effrontery of the editor in printing his name on 
the cover In larger type than the name of the publica- 
tion, and the result is a pathetic piece of tripe, a con- 
siderable portion of which is now entirely out of date. 

“If the Handbook is bought at the established 
price of twenty-five cents, then our student body is 
riding the tide of inflation. Someone of our staff is so 
aptly quoted as saying, "Never has so little been of- 
fered for so much, so late, to so few.” 

Now, The Hatchet speaks of proofreading. This 
is just one point that I would like to bring out Here 
is an article entitled “Cosmopolitan Club Decorates 
Marvin:” 

“Last Friday afternoon, Dr. Cloyd Heck Marvin, 
President of the University, received the Cosmopolitan 
Club award for the most useful and outstanding serv- 
ice to the community in the year 1946. The distin- 
guished service medal of the Cosmopolitan Club deco- 
rates Marvin. 

“The presentation ceremonies were broadcast over 
station WRC from 1:15 to 1:30 p.m. The program was 
amplified through loud speakers in the Student Club, 
In the basement of Building C, 2129 G Street, N.W. 

"Presentation of the award was made byJpbfT A. ~ 
Reilly, President of the Second NatjonsTTSank of 
Washington, D. C., and also Cjudrifian of the Distin- 
guished Service Medal Committee. In Hades" is thp- 
culml nation of it all. \ C. 

“The score of ‘Ladies’ is the'rqsult of morg’ihan 
two years’ work, George tbld us . . .’’ X. / 

That is enough of that) I think. ThisTT&nexample 
of The Hatchet’s proofreading. 

MR. KAYSER: I know you said you didn't want 
any interruptions, but Mr! Love said we may offer a 
comment and then sit down. 

MR. LOVE: No, Iflldn't I recognized that fellow 
to see wheth er he y tt n ted to ask anything pertaining 
to what wtftfre’miw doing. 

MR KAYSER: 1 am not going to cross-examine 

him. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: This isn’t a trial. 
This is simply a hearing. 

MR. KAYSER: I was just going to ask whether 
or not this shouldn’t be conducted in a more informal 
way of offering comments. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: That is left at the 
discretion of the Committee. 

MR. KAYSER: I am going to make a motion to 
strike that from the record, as Mr. Love knows print- 
ing errors, copyreading errors and make-up errors 
happen on eve r y nesnpaper, even the best in the world. 

MR. MORRIS: And accuse the Handbook of all these 
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things? It is not a newspaper that comes out. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: I believe the various 
tacts will come out later as to this in a clearer form. 
Your questions will be answered. 

MR. KAYSER: Does the Committee have a copy 
of the Handbook there? 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: No, the Committee 
does not. 

MR. KAYSER: I think the Committee should get 
a copy of the Handbook and see whether the charges 
are justified. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Let’s hold this down? 
please. The Committee is laboring under difficulties 
as It is. 

MR. MORRIS: I would like to add one more point. 

I happened to learn that there was a strike at the 
printer’s at the time the Handbook was printed. 

MR RAKER: What printer was that? 

MR. MORRIS: The printer who (jas been under 
contract to print the book. 

MR. RAKER: At the next meeting, I would like 
to present a dance program that was turned out dur- 
ing the period of the strike. I will bring it up at the 
next meeting. 

MR. MORRIS: Other than that, I would like to 
offer these suggestions to the Student Council and all 
of this material to the Committee to add to its report 
to the student body, not to the Student Council. 

This report is going to be made to you. Up to now, 
The Hatchet has not reported to you, the student body. 

It does not report to the Student Council. It does not 
report to President Marvin. Who does it report to? 
The Board of Editors. That is the only board it has 
reported to; the only board The Hatchet is responsible 
to. Who else? 

MR. JOHN McNAB: What are your qualifications? 

MR. MORRIS: I was Managing Editor, Feature 
Editor, and News Editor of the Henry Clay High School 
High Times. Right at the minute, I am employed as an 
Information Specialist with the War Department Pub- 
lic Relations Division. My job is directly dealing with 
the press, and I am a former member of The Hatchet, 
although I would not enter that as a qualification. 

MR McNAB: How long have you been with the 
War Department? 

MR MORRIS : A year and three months. 

MR STEIN: I would like to ask Mr. Morris if 
at any time he had any grievance, that is, a personality 
grievance with any of the editors. 

MR MOR RIS: No, that is not true. 

MR STEIN: In what capacity did you serve? 

MR MORRIS: Rewrite. 

MR STEIN: This is just a statement I don't 
mean to knock the War Department, but I happen to 
have a little newspaper experience myself, and I hap- 
pen to know — I imagine the Navy Public Relations 
work is about the same as the War Department — that 
any Seaman 2/e who is striking for the rate of Yeo- 
man can work in the Navy Department Public Rela- 
tions, and I imagine the War Department is a lot the 
same. 

MR MORRIS: Weil, I passed a Civil Service test. 

MR. STEIN: Well, I have taken Civil Service 
tests myself. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Let's hold down this 
stuff to direct questions or comments. 

MR. KIRSH: You brought out the point of Miss 
Henry’s sending a letter to have the paper appraised. 
It is my opinion, and I believe everyone will agree with 
me, that she should be praised for that because, in 
her way, she is trying to bring the paper up to find 
what is wrong with it. 

MR. MORRIS: L too, think she should be com- 
mended for it 

MR. KIRSH: In your statements, you were not 
commending her for it 

MR. MORRIS: I merely wanted to point out that 
the critique which came back ran some six pages or 
some enormous amount. Practically every story was 
marked, and there was an explanation of why each 
mark was put on it I would still like to see that 
entered as evidence. 

MR KIRSH: What was the gist of tlpit? 

- MR. MORRIS: I think the gist of it was that 
practically every story was misplaced, practically 
every story had a wrong headline on It, and the heads 
— Here out of date. They were not leads in the newspaper 
sense of the word. 

MR KIRSH: Do you know how the newspaper 
rates? 

MR MORRIS: From hearsay, I believe it dropped 
last year. 

MR KIRSH: May I ask one of the members of 
the Board of Editors for the position of The Hatchet? 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: The Hatchet is tak- 
ing all this in and will present its full case at the next 
meeting. A transcript is being made of this. 

MR. KIRSH: The Hatchet dropped, but what did 
it drop from and to? 

MR MERVIN LEWIS: To dear up one point, the 
critique .was sent to a newspaper woman. Miss Shana- 
han, a former member of The Hatchet, who won the 
rating of Peacemaker, which is the highest award any 
college newspaper can get At the time, or let’s say a 
recent time, when questioned about criticisms of The 
Hatchet, her reply was, “Criticisms are to make a good 
paper a perfect paper.” 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Have you anything 
else? * 

i MR IJIJJKN : I would like to ask Hr. Morris to 
describe his duties with the War Department 

MR MORRIS: All right although that shouldn't 
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ba a part of this testimony. I think the way the job 
Is written up I deal on an informational basis with 
•very Washington newspaper, every national press as- 
sociation, and for that matter every national news- 
paper that has a Washington bureau. I think Mr. Love 
could tell you what any governmental agency press 
relations man does. 

MR. I.TLLTKN: What is your classification rating? 

MR. MORRIS: Five. 

MR. ULUEN: That explains his experience. He 
doesn't get a five for nothing. 

MR. MORRIS: I don't clip newspapers. That is a 
part of the Public Relations Division. I work In the 
Press Section writing releases. 

MR. RAKER : Mr. Morris lists one of his qualifica- 
tions as having been a part of the staff of The Hatchet 

MR. MORRIS: I said I did not list that as being a 
qualification. / > 

MR. RAKER: I think the record will show that 
you list that as a qualification. 

MR. MQRRIS: I specifically stated that I did not 
consider that a qualification. 

MR. RAKER: I would like to know the nature 
of your departure from said Hatchet staff. 

MR. MORRIS: There was a break in the semester 
and I did not report back for any duty. 

MR. RAKER: Why? For personal reasons, per- 
haps? 

MR. MORRIS: For the reason that I could not 
further stand the editorial policy of The Hatchet, 

MR. RAKER: Personal reasons? 

MR. MORRIS: No, I don’t believe so. If anything, 
they were more professional than personal. I have no 
personal grievance against Mr. Lewis, Miss Henry or 
Miss SchifT; none whatsoever. I have a grievance only 
against the'ir professional ability, and I don’t have too 
much grievance against Miss SchifTs ability. I don’t 
know much about her. 

MR. TED MILLER: I move that since this is a 
committee hearing — and it is not a court trial — that 
all comments from the floor be restricted in this man- 
ner: That anyone who has anything to say should go 
to whoever is running the agenda and ask for a certain 
amount of time to make statements. Because this is 
a committee hearing, I believe that open questions 
should be restricted only to the Committee members. 
The people here are the audience but certainly should 
have the right to speak. The thing is deteriorating into 
an open discussion with all sorts of personal things. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Miss SchifT, one more 
word and we will go on to the next witness. 

lass HARRIET SCHIFF: I should like to make 


Hatchet, and I think that will cure the majority of ills 
that may or may not be in The Hatchet, depending on 
your point of view. 

It is a very hard job. It takes a lot of time, and If 
you have to work on the outside to make a little money 
to keep yourself In school, you just absolutely cannot 
devote the time necessary to the paper. I think the 
Board of Editors have done a very good job consider- 
ing, I making this statement before the Student 
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a thing would develop and maybe used to a greater 
extent than It may have been used In the past. 

It Is not entirely from past experience that I make 
the recommendation, but to prevent any such thing 
as that. We are trying to develop a safeguard. The 
Hatchet is a very powerful instrument on the campus. 

It is practically the only clearinghouse for publicity 
In any form, and an individual student could be at- 
tacked. If he is attacked, and he feels unjustifiably, 
he should have some recourse. 

MR. BIALEK: The point I am getting at is that 
Jim Cummings, in his statement, has said that the 
suggestion he has made is open to possible abuses. 
Therefore, it seems to me that the Committee should 
consider whether the abuses that exist now are greater 
than the possible abuses that would arise from the 
solution you are suggesting. 

Lloyd Price may have a grievance. Perhaps he 
didn’t write. That is the only case you have been able 
to bring up here, and yet I believe the transcript will 
read that you say “numerous cases have arisen.” 

MR. PUGHE: Well, there have been other cases, 
and he had a letter sent to The Hatchet. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: I believe that a great 
deal of this will be taken up in a statement by the 
Student Council. Is that all? 

MR. MCKEEL: I would just like to draw attention 
to something that must be rather obvious to all of us. 
We know the difference in the two types of testimony 
that were Just offered. Is Mr. Morris here by any 
chance? Well, if he Is not here, I will refrain from 
saying some of the things I would have said and will 
say in his presence. 

Here Is something where a situation that could 
have been solved in a very petty, forcible squabble has 
been approached intelligently, and it will work out to 
the good and the benefit of the students as a whole. 

In spite of Mr. Morris’ absence, I will comment on 
the fact that he spent most of his time in what I 
consider, a personal opinion, petty attacks on points 
of policy, make-up, et cetera, without making any 
constructive suggestions. His. testimony seemed to be 
aimed at condemning and destroying, without offering 
anything by way of comment which would serve the 
best interests of the student body as a whole. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: That is exactly what 
we are looking for. I think I expressed earlier that 
this material will have to be taken at its face value. 

MR. McKEEL: I believe the attitude and approach 
by Mr. Pughe and Mr. Cummings, which has just been 
evidenced, is very exemplary and one which should be 
the guiding premise of the Committee in an assemblage 
In the future, something which will lead to the resohre- 
ment of something constructive. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: I assure you that is 
the policy. 

MR. PUGHE: There is one other thing I forgot 
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that on our side — can you cite any other examples 
where you feel a person was not being placed in a job 
which he was capable of doing, or where The Hatchet 
Board of Editors did not have faith enough in the 
person to feel that he could do the job? 

MR. PUGHE: Well, my only instance is— and this 
is not on the basis of criticism; I just want to get it 
down in writing — Jim VanStory. He worked on the 
biweekly paper, or something, up at Penn State for a 
couple of years. Now, maybe it is his fault, but I think 
he feels he didn’t want to go through the rigmarole of 
working up. 

Margaret Ann Odum is another girl who had some 
experience. I don’t know what the present policy is; - 
I have no way of knowing that. Maybe the blame can 
be put on me, but that is the way it existed when I 
was over there. I will put it that way. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: If that is all, Mr. 
Pughe, we will go on. 

I would like to introduce Dr. Tupper, a member of ' 
the Committee, who was unable to be here when we 
commenced. I might also say we will adjourn after 
the next witness and reconvene at two o’clock at Gov- 
ernment 1, at which time I hope that the Student 
Council will be ready with its brief on this matter, 
because I feel a great deal of comment can be elimi- 
nated by the new light that will be shed upon this by 
the Student Council’s presentation. 

MR. LAWRENCE LYMAN: If that is the case, I 
would like to request, if it is not against the interests 
of anyone else, if I could go ahead, because I will have 
to go. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Mr. Lyman will now 
present his statement. 

TESTIMONY OF MR. LAWRENCE LYMAN, 
MEMBER OF THE STUDENT BODY 

MR. LYMAN: In regard to this question of The 
Hatchet, I feel that the particular instances which led 
to this are more or less of a secondary nature, and the 
conduct of the entire matter has been infantile from 
the start. 

I do not think that the best judgment of the editorial 
board was shown In the method of presenting the ar- 
ticle on President Marvin’s library. It could have been 
in better taste, but at the same time, it is my belief 
that there has been a double lack of discretion, be- 
cause it is a general policy on all school papers that if 
there is an item of news interest to the student body 
that that item should first go to the school paper and 
not to someone else. 

I think, therein, that there has been a lack of dis- 
cretion on the part of the administration. 

I would say that Mr. Morris, in bringing this matter 
up, was stepping cut of line, because it certainly was 
not any reflection on 4dm. If it was desired that it be 
brought up, President Marvin should have been the 
one to bring it up, not Mr. Morris. 

There is another general practice on most school 


to bring up, and that was in the light of the personnel, papers— and I think I can speak fairly well on that 


policy of The Hatchet. I think there should be some 
system set up whereby people who come down here as 
advanced students, or where students who have past 
experience and ability in journalism and have worked 
on papers and magazines of that sort, can advance on 
The Hatchet up to a level of their ability, rather than 
waiting and serving out a long period of time as a 
junior staff member or trying to get on the masthead, 
or finally getting there and then getting on the junior 
staff, et cetera. 

He may only have a year or two left when he comes, 
and if he can be spotted into the organization of The 
Hatchet when he gets here— if he does have the quali- 
fications— he can still put in one year at least, or how- 
ever long he is going to be here, of valuable service 
to The Hatchet and to the University. In that light, I 
think that also for people who don’t have the qualifi- 
cations; a specified system of rating and opportunity 
for advancement on The Hatchet staff should be set up 
and followed. ' 

That has been followed in the past, and I don’t 
know whether it is being followed now or not. This 
system should provide for the opportunity of advancing 
in journalism. There is a terrific turnover at George 
Washington. There are a lot of people coming down 
here with only one or two years to finish. They have 
to start from the very bottom and work all the way 
up again on this paper. It is very unfair to them, The 
Hatchet, the students, the University, and everybody 
else. 

MISS NANCY HANCK: I would like to say, Jim, 
they don’t have to start right from the beginning. 
People are judged by their ability. Take Miss Peterson, 
for example. She came down and didn't start from the 
junior staff and work up. Her work on her other col- 
lege newspaper was taken into consideration, and she 
didn’t start on the Junior staff and work up to the 
Board of Editors. 

MR. PUGHE: It is not a complete criticism of The 
Hatchet. I know that there are exceptions where people 
have gone up to the top, and there are some exceptions 
that weren’t so good, as my own case in particular. 

MISS HANCK: People are judged on their ability. 

MR PUGHE: But sometimes they aren’t. I am 
an example. 

MR. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, I would like some 
definite examples. Jim, can you state any examples? 
You just made the statement that there are exceptions 
where people have the ability and are not judged on 
their ability, and others are put Into jobs they don't 
deserve, or vice versa. We, of course, have the next 
meeting to present our views, but aside from your 
particular cas^-and there might be some opinion on 


because I have served on three of them — that even 
though some libelous statements are made by a school 
paper against administration policies, the general po- 
sition of administration is to ignore the fact, not to 
answer and defend a question which is rather ridicu- 
lous. 

We will not dispute the fact that President Marvin 
had the right to sell his library, but we will dispute 
the fact that anyone has the right to deny the paper 
the right to publish that. Unless we have a free press, 
we might as well not have any press, because on two 
papers which I served on that were controlled presses, 
due to the fact that the administration or the Student 
Council did control them, they were mouthpieces for 
the administration; nothing more, nothing less. 

In conclusion, I would like to say that unless this 
Investigation is looked at from a constructive angle 
of getting student policy to a point where people will 
work together rather than working against each other, 
which is now evidently the case, there is no point in 
having this investigation at all, and my suggestion, If 
any change is made whatsoever in the Board of Editors 
or the choice of the Board of Editors, would be this: 
That the people on The Hatchet, who are closest to the 
work of the Board of Editors, be given the power to 
elect that Board of Editors and not let any organiza- 
tion outside of The Hatchet be allowed to appoint it. 

The minute you get into a position where you have 
an appointive Board of Editors or anything else, you 
are bound to show favoritism. It is Just a human qual- 
ity. If Joe is my buddy, I am going to give Joe a break, 
and for that reason, I would suggest, as Mr. Pughe 
suggested, that a committee be formed of the Student 
Council, The Hatchet, and any other desired organiza- 
tions of the school, and if it is deemed necessary— be- 
cause of bickering among those organizations and their 
Incapability of getting together— that we even go out- 
side of the school and get people to arbitrate disputes 
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any administration policy which they may not deem 
advisable. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: May I ask, In the case 
of an appointment, is it your opinion that no outside 
group should come in on a point, knowing theoretically 
that they put Joe in? Do you think it might be pos- 
sible that the very same thing might occur in The 
Hatchet itself? 

MR. LYMAN: That is why I suggest an election of 
the Board of Editors rather than appointment. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Is there anything fur- 
ther? 

MR. LYMAN: No, that is all. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Mr. Miller. 

TESTIMONY OF MR. TED MILLER, 
MEMBER OF THE STUDENT BODY 

MR. MILLER: My name is Theodore A. Miller. I am 
in the Junior College, a veteran, and am registered for 
sixteen credit hours. 

I am here simply as an interested member of the 
student body. All of the information that I have on 
the question before this Committee has been gathered 
from reading The Hatchet, from a conversation with 
Mr. Strickland, and from a careful study of the pro- 
posals of Mr. John Morris. 

In connection with that, I would like to say, after 
hearing what Mr. Pughe had to say this morning, that 
I am in accord with much of what he had to say, but 
I haven’t had a chance to decide how much. 

I am interested neither in the merits nor the de- 
merits of the sale of President Marvin’s library. But 
I am Interested in what happens to the present Editors 
of The Hatchet as a result of their comment on the 
sale of his books. 

It has been suggested by Mr. Morris that the Board 
of Editors be required to publicly apologize for their 
editorial, and that if they fail to do so, that they be 
expelled from the school. This suggestion and the con- 
notations thereof are ridiculous. However, even if upon 
careful investigation, based on journalistic ability, any 
or all of these people are determined incompetent and 
merely demoted, it would be extremely difficult to con- 
vince the general public and the academic world that 
these people were demoted because of their incompe- 
tence. 

Any action taken so closely on the heels of an edi- 
torial by these people criticizing the President of the 
University could only be construed as an act Vjf re- 
prisal on the part of President Marvin, regardless of 
the facts of the case. The criticism that would be di- 
rected towards my University, however erroneously 
based it would be, could hardly be something I would 
desire. 

It might well be granted that dur.jf^j the war tile 
general caliber of the editorial staff has fallen. I am - 
not qualified to pass judgment on the competence of 
the present Board. Some people may have been ap- 
pointed to the senior staff during the war who are not 
too well qualified for the Job. But this situation will 
adjust itself now. Simply because of a transient con- 
dition, or because of a situation dealing largely in per- 
sonalities, action should not be taken that will ham- 
string the traditional freedoms enjoyed by The 
Hatchet. 

Many of the proposed actions in Mr. Morris’ brief 
smack of repression. He suggests that the selection 
of the Board of Editors be made by a committee com- 
posed of Student Council members and members of 
The Hatchet staff. This is merely a manifestation of 
the intensely personal conflict that has gained momen- 
tum for the past several months. The results of such 
a device are obvious. Only those people would be 
selected for the senior staff who would reflect the pre- 
vailing sentiments of the Student Council. It could 
easily lead to the perpetuation of the incumbent Stu- 
dent Council officers by their control of the editorial 
policies of The Hatchet. 

This decision should not be made on any basis, but 
it would be even worse if it were made during the 
present conflict for the same reasons stated before. It 
would appear, if any action were taken, that it was 
done because the Student Council and the Board of 
Editors didn’t get along, and the Student Council 
finally got them by the neck. That would be the im- 
pression that would be given. 

In Section IH of Action 2, Mr. Morris proposes 
that a faculty advisor be appointed by President Mar- 
vin to assist the Board of Editors and that this faculty 
advisor be a member of the Journalism Department of 
the University. I would agree with this proposal only 
in so far as this faculty advisor’s duties and responsi- 
bilities are specifically, stated to be technical in nature. 
Any other assistance could not be interpreted as being 
anything less than a direct attempt on the part of the 
administration to interfere with the attitudes and pol- 
' icies of the newspaper. 

’ Rather than place a limitation on the amount of 


like this. There should be one or two members on that 'outside work that a member of the Board of Editors 


board who can break this up. After all, every instance 
like this that comes up and gets out in the public press 
reflects on the caliber of every student in this school. 
It reflects on the calibre of the Board of Editors, and 
it reflects on the administration, and that is something 
which might be removed. 

MR. LOVE: If I understand you correctly, you made 
some reference to The Hatchet having been denied the 
right to publish this article about Dr. Marvin. 

MR LYMAN: No, I did not say that The Hatchet 
had been denied it I am just putting that up as a 
preventive measure for the future. A free press is nec- 
essary in the world; just so, it is necessary in the 
school. A free press is the students’ only voice against 


may have, as is suggested in Section IV of Action 2, 
I would stipulate a requirement as to the number of 
hours that a member of the staff devote to the paper. 
If this is fulfilled, I cannot see what objection could be 
raised by the Council as to outside work done by the 
staff. And should the recommendations in Section I of 
Action 2, referring to a salary to be paid the Board 
of Editors, be implemented, there would hardly be 
reason for the staff to seek outside employment. 

The Student Council complains that The Hatchet 
does not reflect the opinions of the student body. It 
is doubtful that there is any way to achieve such a re- 
flection without limiting the freedom of the editors. 
The opinions of the members of the Student Council, 


as 
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find of all itudents, can be aired In the letters-to-the- 
adltor columns, and surely the news columns contain 
full reports of the activities of the Council and all oth- 
er organizations on the campus. 

If the Student Council is really concerned as to 
the opinions of the student body on various issues that 
present themselves from time to time, let it present to 
the department of the University that administers the 
course on Public Opinion a request that polls be taken 
of the student body on these issues as they arise and 
stipulate that The Hatchet publish the results of these 
polls. I am sure that the Public Opinion faculty would 
welcome the opportunity for giving its students this 
sort of practical training in public opinion measure- 
ment. 

One of the first things that I heard on coming to 
George Washington University was that The Hatchet 
was an independent newspaper; that it was controlled 
neither by the administration nor by the Student Coun- 
cil. It was told to me with pride by a number of peo- 
ple, and it was something I repeated with pride to all 
of my friends. Freedom of the press is an extremely 
important thing. Restrictions on this fundamental 
right have led to many unhappy circumstances. Fif- 
teen million people in this country can testify to the 
horrible consequences they witnessed and suffered as 
a result of initial restrictions such as those offered for 
this Committee’s consideration. 

Nearly two years after V-E Day, our Government 
is protesting the blackout of the free press that has 
taken place in many of the nations that were liberated 
by the Allies. Much of our current lack of under- 
standing with the Soviet Union revolves around the 
unwillingness of the Kremlin to accord liberty to its 
jwriters and editors. 

This, gentlemen, is not aimless rhetoric. The Uni- 
versity is in many ways a reflection of the culture in 
which it exists. In so far as It departs from the norms 
of that culture, it is usually assumed that the Univer- 
sity will rise above, not fall lower than, the practices 
of the society in which it exists, particularly in regard 
to freedom of speech, of writing, and of teaching, for 
students and faculty alike. Certainly, this follows 
from the premise that a university is a training ground 
In honest intellectuality which demands freedom above 
all else for its development. 

If we are not to be encouraged to express our- 
selves freely while in school, away from the pressures 
of the market place, where indeed will we acquire the 
habit? Should we produce a generation of university 
graduates who lack this habit, very possibly we will 
be upon the threshold of a totalitarian era. A bit of 
irresponsibility, based upon youthful exuberance, is 
to be preferred to experience in knuckling under to 
orders from above. 

i within the University lands to two re- 
detrl mental to the development of good 

and free thought. There are those who 
become accustomed to its petty totalitarianism, who 
are conditioned to accept thereby a worse totalitarian- 
ism when they enter a world less secure than that of 
their student days. Others, galled by the pin pricks of 
an oversensitive administration, devote their energies 
to replying to it with the kind of juvenile campus re- 
bellion which characterized the life of this University 
about ten years ago. Neither result is conducive to 
the sort, of scholarship or the freshness of extra-cur- 
ricular life which I have been lead to hope were a part 
of one’s student years. 

This investigation establishes a most unwhole- 
some precedent, to wit, that a newspaper, supposedly 
free, is beholden to some sort of lnquisitory tribunal. 
I think that it is just as faulty to assume that the 
Student Council should assert a police jurisdiction over 
The Hatchet as that the University administration 
should; 

What has happened? A discharged Hatchet re- 
porter has appeared before the Council and Inflamed 
it against the editorial board which dismissed him. 
There has been no mass outpouring of ant&iatchet 
sentiment from the student body. A council so easily 
moved into what can well become an attack upon the 
school paper’s freedom should certainly be given no 
permanent part in its management. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Mr. Miller, you are 
recommending that the investigation, as such, has no 
particular point, and that you find no faults with the 
current setup in The Hatchet? 

MR. MILLER: Actually, most of my opinions 

have been based on the proposals of Mr. John Morris. 
I would like to say, as I said at the beginning, I am 
not too familiar with the situation as pertains to The 
Hatchet or the Student Council. I am just a GI in the 
street. I am a guy who is a member of the student 
body who saw certain proposals in The Hatchet, and 
to me, as I said before, they smack of repression. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY : May I interrupt you? 
Speaking actually from the Chair, but only in a sense 
to give you the idea, there will be another side. There 
is no other organ for campus, school, administration, 
or student body publicly than The Hatchet, and what 
appears there is printed by three selected people. 

MR. MHXER: But the point is, this Committee 
Is formed on the basis of the protests of the students. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY; These protests will 
be presented, and the whole purpose of this Committee 
is to weigh those protests and see if an improvement 
can be made on the basis of what has been presented. 
You recommend, then, nothing; is that it? 

MR. MHXERi No, Again, I am basing most of 
What I say on the proposals of Mr, John Morris, on 


what Mr. Strickland has said, and what I read In the 
newspaper. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Would you possibly 
care to appear later? I think you have a great deal 
of knowledge there. 

MR. MILLER: I would be glad to appear again. 

MISS DAVIS: At this time, you are making no 
recommendation for any change, are you? 

MR. MILLER: I consider the whole thing as an 
attack on the freedom of the paper, and I felt these 
particular suggestions which were made were incon- 
siderate and should not be whosesalely considered by 
this Committee, but I did make one suggestion. 

MISS DAVIS: I remember now. 

MR. LEWIS: Mr. Generelly, on the statement 

that the story only appeared in The Hatchet, I would 
like to read the last paragraph of an article which ap- 
peared in a local newspaper this morning. 

CHAIRMAN GENERELLY: Just to avoid that, 
Mr. Lewis, the story of the announcement of the meet- 
ing appeared only in The Hatchet, and the reasons 
were presented why, but not the complete reasons that 
will come out in the hearing. They are unknown to 
date in the student body. 

MR, LEWIS: This is from a local newspaper. 

The last paragraph states: “The paper has reported 

both sides of the controversies in its columns.” 

I would like very much to thank Mr. Miller, Mr. 
Pughe, and Mr. Cummings for the constructive criti- 
cism which they have given The Hatchet. You can 
be sure that The Hatchet always will try to act upon 
suggestions of the students at the University, and I 
would just like to publicly thank you. 

We also will say that we do want in The Hatchet, 
as far as the size of the paper will permit, a complete 
Teport of this whole thing. We have a verbatim re- 


Jjort. 


[Whereupon the hearing recessed at one o’clock.] 
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The hearing was resumed at two-fifteen o’clock, 
Mr. Jaicks presiding. 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: Will you come to order? 
In the absence of Mr. Generelly, I have been asked to 
take ovir the chairmanship here, and we will conduct 
the meeting in the same fashion as it was conducted 
this morning. There will be no comment while the 
speaker is giving his address. Afterwards he can be 
questioned. 

I haven’t got the list; but as I understand it, Mr. 
Strickland, President of the Student Council, is here 
to testify first. 

MR. GOCHBERG: Pardon me, I was informed 

that I was the next member to testify. 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: I am sorry. Will you welt 
Just a bit, Mr. Strickland? ■ <j\ 

TESTIMONY OF MR. LAWRENCE 
GOCHBERG 

MR. GOCHBERG: Well, I guess we start off with 
stating my qualifications. I have been associated for 
the' past five months, not permanently associated but 
I was associated with the Washington Post, in a posi- 
tion in which I was able to learn quite a bit about the 
newspaper game or journalism, or whatever you want 
to phrase it. I had a fairly responsible position — copy 
boy. 

But that does not take away from the fact that you 
cannot live with something and not learn something 
about It, and I did live with it five months. It helped 
me live, too, by the way, and I did learn a little some- 
thing about journalism, and probably the .main thing 
I learned about journalism is that there are no hard 
and fast rules. There is nobody who can tell you, 
"Here is the way to be a reporter; here is the way 
to edit a paper; here is the way to write an editorial. 
There is no law; there are no rules. The only rule is 
the libel law. You are subject to libel in everything 
you write. 

In other words, when we talk about criticism of 
The Hatchet, when we say this is wrong and this Is 
bad and that is bad, it can only be a matter of opinion. 
It cannot be a matter of generally accepted opinion; it 
is just a matter of personal opinion. We can say cer- 
tain things are wrong when they strike home at us. 
We can say other things are good when they help us. 

But the point I want to make, and that I want to 
re-emphasize, is that there are no hard and fast laws 
for doing this, and especially in a college newspaper 
which is probably the testing and experimental ground 
of all journalism. We have some fine journalists in 
this modem day; one who stands out in my mind died 
in the war — Ernie Pyle. He started in college journal- 
ism. He developed in college journalism, and he de- 
veloped only because that is an experimental field In 
journalism. He had the chance to do what he wanted 
to do, to write. He found out whether he wanted to 
be an editorial writer or reporter, or what have you, 
or copy reader. * 

There Jiave been some basic criticisms of The 
Hatchet. I have heard them. I have made them, and 
I think my criticisms were just at the time, and I 
think some of the criticisms I heard were Just and 
some were unjust. However, there is one thing which 
I cannot and will not accept, and that is the meaning 
of news as a criticism. I charge that the editors of 
The Hatchet— and I am not referring to the previous 
speaker who made this charge; I have heard the 
charge, and I have made It sometimes myself, that The 
HstoMt daeonot hata! tWythlng hewswort by 'in /certain- 
editions, or does not know what news Is. But that 


goes back to my opening statement, that there are no 
laws to do this by. You cannot substitute personal 
opinion for general opinion, and you cannot make a 
law to say this is news or that is news. 

When you are running copy on a newspaper you 
take over certain articles, and I had the habit of trying 
to get ahead in the world and I used to read them as 
I took them over to the city desk, and then sit down 
(and my chair was over a way from the city desk) 
and watch the city editors who were on the desk, cut 
copy. Now sometimes one editor would cut something. 

I would take a very similar story over during the lunch 
hour when they had a substitute city editor on, and he 
would cut something else. 

The point is that no two city editors on the same 
newspaper make the same criticism of copy. 

It appliej probably more forcibly to The Hatfhet. 
We can sit back and criticize, and it is a healthy thing 
when something is criticized. It is a commendable ac- 
tion. This is probably the most commendable thing 
that I have seen in my first two semesters here. It 
shows that there are people who are thinking about 
this thing, who are willing to come up and state their 
ideas, and after it is done are willing to sit back and 
think about it and mull it over and decide on whether 
it is right or wrong. 

I want to ggt down to a few specific points in The 
Hatchet’s policy which I have found — I would not use 
the word “offensive.” I thought they were wrong. I 
thought thit a different viewpoint could be taken on 
them. One of them was an editorial page in which Dr. 
Linton published a statement in which The Hatchet 
commented throughout. They interspersed it with re- 
marks. Regardless of whether these remarks were 
true or not, I think that is poor journalistic style to 
do something like ,that. Look does it, I know, but 
Look is not considered one of the better products of 
journalism. ^ v - , 

To my way of thinking, the way they should have 
done it was to publish Dr. Linton’s letter: in its entire- 
ty, without comment, and if they (elt it was so against 
their principle and so wrong, they could /have printed 
another editorial about it. But the facts were, and are 
still, that The Hatchet published their editorial first 
criticizing Dr. Unton and the Committee. I do not 
know if they criticized exactly Dr. Linton, but they 
criticized the Committee’s action and then Dr. Unton 
gave them his reasons for taking such action and gave 
the criticism that he thought was valid of The Grind, 
and The Hatchet did not give him a fair chance to dis- 
play his article. They did let him publish, but they 
did not let him publish without comment. 

TTiere is probably another rather bad editorial 
that I think we have seen recently, and that is that 
editorial concerning Dr. Marvin's sale of books. I 
know that brings up a lot of resentment. I know that 
many people say yes and no. I am not arguing whether 
the article was right or not, bat I am argiilng, Was It 
in good journalistic taste? Did the editors of The 
Hatchet show Dr. Marvin what they wanted to print, 
or their editorial, and then let him have a chance to 
defend himself? 

Even that is not the important point. The point 
is this: The Hatchet is taking a swipe "at a college 
president, and they are doing it not from a moral point 
of view or an esthetic point of view or a point of view 
of .policy, but they are doing it from the fact that he 
sold these books. He got $7000 on his first sale of 
these books — incomplete sale, I understand. The fact 

is, we do not know that Dr. Marvin needed that seven 
thousand. Those are the facts. In other words, here 
is the point: If The Hatchet printed an article saying, 
“Lawrence Gochberg, why didn’t you donate 20 cents 
to the Red Cross instead of buying that last milk- 
shake?" it is not the point whether they are rights 
Maybe Dr. Marvin made a promise, or an unwritten 
promise, to give the books to the library. Maybe he 
did or did not submit the list of books to the library. 
That is not the point. The point is they are telling a 
man what to do with his personal property, and that 
is something I do not think belongs in a college news- 
paper. 

However, I want to reemphasize this point, that 
this is minor. It is bound to happen. It is good that 
it happens, and it is good that these meetings come of 

it. These meetings are living proof that we are inter- 
ested in the way we live — and sometimes you begin to 
wonder when you see some of the laws that are passed 
and some of the things that are done. 

Another criticism has been technical errors. There 
is nothing on this side of heaven or hell that will as- 
sure a newspaper, any newspaper, the New York 
Times, Washington Post, St. Louis Dispatch, any of 
your rather good newspapers — or Times-Herald (my 
apologies to members of the working press from the 
Tlmes-Herald)— coming out without technical difficul- 
ties, printers’ difficulties, copy readers not being able 
to read right. Sometimes you wonder. That article 
that was read previously is a good example of it. I 
am sure that it was very amusing, but the thing is that 
we cannot say that because they print three, four, five, 
maybe six bad articles— I mean jumbled, not bad in 
the journalistic sense, but Jumbled with printing diffi- 
culties — that the paper has a policy of printing these. 
Any newspaper whatsoever, college, high school, grad* 
school newspapers, If they do not come out with the 
best stuff in journalistic material, they want to come 
out with the nicest format. They want to come out 
looking dean and white— black and white— with neat 
rows, and they want printer’s lines and M spaces. 
That is part of their putting a newspaper out, and it 
is not the Board of Editors' job— let me bring this 
up—entlrety tosee-that this is done, 

The Board of Editors is what it says: an editorial 
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board. They determine policy. The editor ol the 
Washington Post doesn't even come near the printing 
rooms or the printer or the copy desk, or any place 
where material is cut and edited. He sits up in a 
rather spacious office, with fifteen or twenty assistants, 
and he writes editorials. 

To brand a group of people, who are acting as the 
editors of a newspaper, incompetent because there are 
printing difficulties, or oversights on the copy desk, is 
not a wise move. I think we can .all see that. We all 
know that there is difficulty in putting out a paper, and 
I guess I have spent too much time on that point. 

I want to get a little more personal right now. 
When I came to this school, I heard about The Hatchet 
and l heard about a new paper that was starting, Mail 
Call. I figured I would get a better chance to get 
ahead if I went to Mall Call because, on a new paper 
just starting, I could maybe get some of my ideas 
across, whereas if I went to The Hatchet, I would have 
a fairly well-established polity. 

I did go to the Mail Call and I did a little writing 
for thehl and in writing — I was writing sports at the 
time — I came in contact with Merv Lewis. He appeared 
to be a fairly good egg. Of course, he wasn’t giving 
me anything for nothing and I probably wasn’t taking 
anything, but the point was that at that time he had 
a project that he was working on which I thought was 
pretty good, and that was the activities fee. That 
wasn’t the point, whether this thing was good or bad, 
but, anyway, the man was working on it and trying 
to put it over, and since I was in favor of the idea, re- 
gardless of what he thought about it, J was going to 
run a column in the next issue of Mail Call, and I wrote 
this column. 

J. wrote it in my honest, direct way, and in the in- 
terchange of journalistic ideas, Mr. Lewis read this 
column, and he said, "This is dynamite,” and he ad- 
vised me — he didn’t advise me not to print it; that is 
not fair; he advised me against the wisdom of print- 
ing it He said, “It won't get anything done. It will 
only get a bad name for Mail Call.” 

That is the point I want to make to you. Here is 
a man on, not an opposition paper, but wherever on 
one single campus there are two newspapers trying to 
disseminate throughout that campus, there is a certain 
amount of friction and opposition, but this man was 
advising me, for my own personal good, the personal 
good of my paper, not to publish this column. 

And it was good. The column was all true. I 
had verified the facts. I didn't realize at the time — 
fortunately, Mall Call was suspended temporarily and 
I did not have a chance to publish it I would have 
gone ahead and published it anyway, but I didn’t have 
a chance to, and now I realize the wisdom ol Ms 
words. Of course, that sounds a little like eulogizing, 

I guess, putting him up on a pedestal, but he was right ; 
he gave me the right steer, and I want you to know 
about It, especially in the light of personal criticism. 
However bad he may be as an editor- or a personal 
friend, he did give me this bit of information that was 
good and to the welfare of the school as well as myself. 

I think that point should be made. 

I just wan{ to close with this thought. I men- 
tioned it before and I want to mention it again. This 
meeting is commendable. The Student Council's ac- 
tion is commendable. I think it is fine. I think they 
should Investigate everything. I think they should 
throw an (hvestigation into these large classes with no 
ventilation. I think it gets pretty hot in here. 

That is the living proof that we are living. In 
other words, you do not know if you are living if you 
just passively accept things. When you make a squawk 
and come out and say, "This is wrong," or "This is 
right,” you know you are living. 

This meeting is commendable if nothing evil grows 
out from it. There can only be good if we come here 
and discuss these things and offer a few suggestions 
— suggestions, mind you, not directives — to The 
Hatchet, to The Hatchet Board of Editors, but if we 
are swayed by personal dislikes or if we misinterpret 
the facts and permit a governing board to pre-edit The 
Hatchet, we face consequences,, and serious conse- 
quences. We face a reversal of our whole historical 
.conception of freedom of the press. I am not saying 
that anybody has made the suggestion, but I just want 
to emphasize the point that I do not want the sugges- 
tion to be made. I do not want It ever to come up in 
these hearings. Of course, that sounds a little bit like 
Mr. Taft, but the point is, it is evil and it is bad and 
we cannot let this thing come into being. 

Mr. Blackstone said that freedom of the press 
fresh previous injunction — which means pre-editing Or 
preventing somebody from saying something before he 
has a chance to say it — is probably one of the para- 
mount dangers in our conception of freedom, and in 
Neare vs. Minnesota, Mr. Chief Justice Hughes upheld 
this opinion. 

That about finishes what I have to say and I just 
dose with the thought that if Mr. Blackstone and Mr. 
Chief Justice Hughes thought it fit and id keeping 
with our conception of freedom, let’s sort of think it 
over before we take any serious action. / 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: If there are any questions, 
direct them to the Chair. 

We will go on. Mr. Strickland! 

TESTUWQNY OF MR. LARRY STRICKLAND 
PRESIDENT OF THE STUDENT COUNCIL 

MR, STRICKLAND: Mr. Chairman, Members of 

the Committee; I should like to present this brief, 
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with facta substantiating the statement which I am 
about to make. 

I was advised by the Chairman of this Committee 
that it would be necessary to prepare a statement in 
writing because of the fact that the statements were 
not being recorded. As a result of that, I am going 
to read this statement. 

I wish it to be quite clear that the Student Council 
does not wish to suppress the freedom of the press. 
Desiring a purely democratic process, the Council ap- 
pointed this Committee, and in the interest of fairness 
appears before this Committee as a witness. I have 
been asked to appear in place of Mr. Woodward, the 
Advocate. It is customary for the Advocate to present 
the Student Council’s case. However, Mr. Woodward 
felt that, being a member of both The Hatchet and 
the Student Council, he would nullify anything he said. 

At the beginning of this administration's term in 
office in May 1946, it was agreed by the Board of 
Editors that The Hatchet would be glad to discuss 
editorial policy at any time with the Student Council 
in order to promote good relations on campus. In its 
letter of February 6, 1947, the Student Council ap- 
pealed to The Hatchet regarding its editorial policy on 
the grounds that “such sentiment as you have ex- 
pressed intermittently throughout the semester can do 
much harm to the confidence and spirit of the student 
body.” 

The meeting was set at a time which was be- 
lieved to be convenient for all concerned. (Incidental- 
ly, Mr. Chairman, you will find that you can follow this 
case right through that book.) The Hatchet replied 
that any discussion of editorial policy would have to 
come through the channel of Letters to the Editor, 
and that the Student Council (which, incidentally, con- 
sists of ten elected students) would have to meet at 
the convenience of the Board of Editors, which con- 
sists of three selected students. 

The Student Council has always welcomed criti- 
cism through anyone attending the Council meetings. 
In fact, the Student Council has gone so far as to ask 
for attendance at meetings and has exerted every ef- 
fort to get people to attend. The Council has no closed 
meetings. On the other hand, The Hatchet admitted 
that their policy meetings of the Board of Editors were 
closed, and I would like to present the minutes of the 
Student Council meeting of March 16. This fact is re- 
corded by the Student Council at that meeting. 

Why should The Hatchet, which claims the desire 
to represent all of the students, hold closed meetings 
on this very student opinion that it is supposed to be 
seeking? 

The Student Council attempted to solve this prob- 
lem by its second letter earnestly requesting a meet- 
ing of the two groups. The letter was written so that 
no one could possibly' take offense. The Hatchet re- 
plied to this second letter- advising that If the Student 
Council wished to meet with The Hatchet, it would 
have to come to its quarters for such a purpose at their 
time; In other words, when The Hatchet had its regu- 
lar meeting with its entire staff. The reason for this 
was the time factor. 

The Hatchet facilities are limited for a successful 
meeting between two groups, especially at a staff meet- 
ing, simply because of congestion. 

As a reply to The Hatchet's editorial of February 
4, 1947, entitled, "The Gilded Turkey,” Miss Janet 
Glisson presented in person her letter to the editors for 
publication. Miss Glisson, formerly assistant on the 
Handbook staff, presented the other side of the case. 
Her letter was not printed because it was not signed, 
The Hatchet editors advised her. To this date, the let- 
ter has not been published. Only one side of the case 
has been presented to the student body, namely, that 
of The Hatchet, and you will fipd the facts, a signed 
statement in there by Miss Glisson, a copy of her let- 
ter signed, which will substantiate this statement. 

In the editorial of September 26, 1946, entitled, 
“Expansion Change,” the editor writes, “In the final 
analysis, however, the students must realize that they 
themselves are the indispensable part of this institu- 
tion, and even with all the changing and expanding 
going on, it is up to them to decide what type of school 
they want their University to be.” 

I point to this statement as establishing the basis 
of The Hatchet's editorial policy, and call particular 
attention to the fact that they admit that it is up to 
the students to decide on their type of school. 

In another editorial this same date entitled, 
"Havoc, and Why,” The Hatchet criticizes the admis- 
sions office without checking the story. Continuing 
through this same editorial, we note Dean West is ac- 
cused of neglecting his job by revising his text, and 
further that his staff during this period consisted of un- 
trained personnel. To quote, “Dean West, who had 
taught throughout the summer session, was faced with 
two tasks: the revision of his text on American Gov- 
ernment, and the execution of hjs duties as Dean of 
Special Students. Granted that the revision of his 
book was essential, none the less the hundreds of spe- 
cie! students were confronted until a very few days 
before registration by clerks and. secretaries who had 
no authority to make any decisions. This could have 
been remedied by the appointment of a properly trained 
assistant professor or instructor who was authorized 
to act in advising special students.” 

An Interesting feature of this editorial is the fact 
that it has 11 Yt inches of destructive criticism with 
only 1 inch of constructive criticism — 11 to 1. 

In an interview with Dean West, I was advised by 
the Dean that he did not revise his text during the 
summer months. In fact, he even cut hi* vacation 
short more efficiently to discharge his duties at the 


Tuesday, March 25. 1947 

University. 

In regard to the untrained personnel that he la 
alleged to have had on hand during the trying times 
of registration, he was assisted by Professor Johnson, 
Ph.D., and two qualified advisers. 

According to Dean West 1 , after this editorial was 
published The Hatchet contacted him and advised that 
they really did not know the true story and had written 
the editorial on the basis of one letter from an irate 
student. To date, no retraction has been printed. 

The editorials, “Who's to Blame?" “Arnong Our 
Souvenirs,” "The Middle Way,” "Political Forum,” 
“Fools Rush In,” “Regarding Elections,” “Nbw That 
We Have It We Intend To Keep It,” and "Musljt To Our 
Ears” are good editorials in the opinion of the Student 
Council. 

In the editorial of October 24, 1946, entitled; 
“Handcuffed Again,” The Hatchet states that “the 
trite reason given for the long delay” — to explain this, 
it has to do with holding class elections — “is to avoid 
spiritual conflict with Homecoming, an explanation 
which we consider feeble and illogical.” The Advocate 
of the Student Council has issued a statement listing 
five good reasons for not holding class elections sooner, 
and, incidentally, that statement is on file. This is a 
clear-cut case of not showing both sides of the question 
and is an example of a lack of joint cooperation. 

The Hatchet further states that the “delay will 
defeat the purpose of having class officers.” It has 
not to date defeated the purpose as evidenced by the 
Freshman Follies last week. I refer you to the editori- 
al of March 18, 1947, entitled, "The Pacesetters,” In 
which The Hatchet commends the class lor its prog- 
ress. ( 

On November 7, 1946, the editorial^, “Tag — You’re 
It,” The Hatchet admits that both sides of a case 
should be presented. In its statements following it 
says: "but we do feel that it is the ethical duty of any 
newspaper to present to those readers both sides of 
the issue. Assuming, of course, that a person of col- 
lege standing is capable of arriving at a rational deci- 
sion of which side is right and which side is wrong.” 
The Hatchet further adds that it is an editorial impos- 
sibility for It to ascertain just how the majority of the 
University students feel. It is my contention that at 
least some of this feeling can be felt through the elect- 
ed representatives of these students, namely, the Stu- 
dent Council. Later during this hearing I will refer 
back to this editorial, ‘Tag — You’re It," and attempt to 
show that The Hatchet has not presented both sides 
of the case, as it admits it should. I will also point 
out the fact that The Hatchet has changed its policy 
since this editorial. 

Under the heading “You’re Big Boy* Now,” The 
Hatchet editorial for November 14, 1946, accused the 
Veterans’ Clab of placing itself in a position of belrig 
a drawback and stopgap in any activities the student 
body may wish to carry on. It also states, “If the 
Veterans’ Club wishes to turn around and bite the hand 
that feeds it,” et cetera. Could we not say that The 
Hatchet is in a like position of "biting the hand that 
feeds It,” the Student Council that supplies all its 
funds? , 

I need not comment any further on this editorial. 
A person who reads it and who has talked to the vari- 
ous persons concerned will feel that it is only a case 
of The Hatchet's striking at personality. It is obvious 
that this editorial is and was written with an indignant 
pen. In this same issue I point to the editorial “No 
Maps Needed,” in which only three inches of construc- 
tive text appears in comparison with the previous edi- 
torial in which there are 11 % inches of debasement 
From the standpoint of the student at this University, 
perhaps the editorial “You’re Big Boys Now” should 
have been confined to three Inches of space had there 
proven a necessity for this editorial, while the more 
constructive thought in the editorial “No Maps Need- 
ed” should have been expounded upon. 

The Hatchet began its editorial page December 17, 
1946, "Happy New Year,” with a constructive thought. 
Its second recommendation advocates the scrapping of 
the “committee complex” which they feel is involving 
the student body in red tape. They say, "Surely there 
must be a simpler method of solving problems such 
as the using of the Student Club for social affairs, than 
to appoint a Student Faculty Committee on current 
problems which seems to discuss but never to act or 
recommend.” 

The committee have been successful, for The 
Hatchet carried a front-page story of its accomplish- 
ments six weeks later (February 4, 1947). Under this 
same editorial The Hatchet injects the happy thought 
of “How can one consider a student a leader when the 
publication which he has entire jurisdiction of has not 
yet appeared even though it was due more than ten 
weeks ago. This editqr received his appointment 
through the fraternity machine. But the Handbook 
example is not an outstanding one, it is a single in- 
stance among many.” 

Had The Hatchet bothered to check into the de- 
tails of the Handbook they would have found out the 
reasons for the delay. Incidentally, in this brief I am 
not going to take up all day with it, but in that brief- 
there Is a statement from the printer, a statement from 
the editor, on why the book was delayed: the strike 
situation, lack of printing facilities, priority of jobs, 
and so forth. 

The remark that the editor received his appoint- 
ment through the fraternity machine is unfounded and 
without any basis whatsoever. Having been editor of 
the Handbook last year, I can state with certainty the 
following reasons for this man's being appointed editor 
of the book: (1) It is the custom to appoint as the 
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editor of this book one of the two associate editors; 
(2) the other associate editor was at the time of ap- 
pointment a member of the Board of Editors of The 
Hatchet and acting Council member, and also a mem- 
ber of a Student Council committee. In our opinion, 
the Student Council was left no choice in appointing 
this individual to the |>osition of editor. 

I will comment but briefly on the editorial of No- 
vember 24, 1946, "Expulsion— Be Damned” in which 
the University is accused of the "double cross.” I 
would actually like to know the basis for this accusa- 
tion. 

“Bittersweet Sorrow,” the editorial of January 7, 
1947, is fairly constructive, but is obviously written on 
a personal basis, as shown by the initials of a depart* 
ing member of the Board of Editors. That is not said 
as a slam. That Is merely to establish the . fact that 
there is a personality concept in the editorials. 

"Foresight the Answer,” the editorial which ap- 
peared in The Hatchet for December 10, 1946, com- 
pliments the University very strongly on its acceptance 
of more students; yet in its editorial of September 26, 

1946, it stated “While the majority of universities in 
this area have long ago announced their inability to 

. admit fall applications, our Admissions Office sought 
to continue acceptance of new students.” It is obvious 
from this editorial that the Board of Editors is not 
too happy about the acceptance of fall students in the 
University, yet it makes a complete about-face approx- 
imately nine weeks later and compliments the Uni- 
versity for this action. 

Under the same date line, the editorial "Noblesse 
Oblige,” The Hatchet feels that there is no excuse for 
the delay of class elections. I am not going to discourse 
on this — you have heard the facts on it before— but 
refer this Committee to a statement of the Advocate of 
the Student Council listing the reasons, and also refer 
the Committee to The Hatchet editorial of March 18, 

1947, entitled "Pacesetters,” which I quoted from. 

The Hatchet states in its editorial of November 

7, 1946, "Tag — You’re It,” to put it bluntly, that it 
does not wish to take sides on any national issue, that 
it is concerned only with "campus problems,” yet in 
its editorial of February 11, 1947, under the heading of 
“Magnificent Tomb,” It definitely, takes a stand on a 
national issue. This has been introduced to this hearing 
only to point out that The Hatchet contradicts its own 
editorial policy. 

As for the editorials of February 4, 1947, and Feb- 
ruary 18, 1947, entitled “Muddled Success” and "To Do 
and Die,” they will be reviewed by the Publications 
Committee in the presentation of their case. In the 
editorial "The Reign of Reason” of February 4, 1947, 
The Hatchet states that Us aim has been one of trying 
to promote closer coope r a ti o n between the administra- 


tion and the student body. Bit, as I have already 
--pointed out, in its editorial of November 21, 1946, 

"Expulsion — Be Damned," it accuses the University 
of the "double cross.” How could such an editorial in 
any way possible aid in creating good feeling between 
the student body and the administration? The editor 
also goes on to say that, "We refuse to find issues 
where none exist.” I want you to remember that: “We 
refuse to find Issues where none exist.” 

I want you to pay particular attention to this 
statement because later during this hearing this Com- 
mittee will be presented with statements in the direct 
opposite of this made by a member of the Board of 
KUtors. The Hatchet also says in this editorial that 
it Is untouchable, that it is responsible to no one.' Yet 
The Hatchet would have every qther campus organiza- 
tion responsible to the proper authorities as well as 
responsible to The Hatchet, which may through Its 
present editorial policy present any side of an issue 
that it wishes when it feels it is not in keeping with 
the best interest of The Hatchet and of the University. 
I refer you to the recent editorial where The Hatchet 
deplores the possibility of its becoming subordinate to 
any group on campus. Surely an organization that 
has the powerful weapon of the press as a means of 
defending itself should not be afraid of a mutual pol- 
icy with the Student Council which would benefit the 
University as a whole. With such a policy it can state 
Ita case without fear of suppression. Could this be 
the reason for refusing to cooperate? 

In “Of Kings and Cabbage Heads,” the leading 
editorial of February 5, 1947, The Hatchet again be- 
comes very emotional and irrational and states that 
the Interfraternity Council should be flned not fifty 
dollars but five hundred dollars together with the with- 
drawal of University facilities in the event of the closed 
night ordinance. I simply ask this Committee what 
campus organization, in its opinion, can afford a $500 
fine. 

From “And the Coroner Made No Report” editorial 
of February 25, 1947, I would like to present only one 
bit of this editorial. The sentence Is: “Once again the 
administration has pulled a fast one on the student 
body." I use this as an example of the broad accusa- 
tions of the editors of The Hatchet. ' For a second 
time The Hatchet, as in previous editorials, states that 
it seeks to foster good relations between the adminis- 
tration and the student body. (I refer you to the 
editorial of February 4, 1947, entitled "The Reign of 
Reason.”) 

The editorial "The Coroner Makes a Report” of 
March 4, 1947, delves into personalities by playing 
down the fact that the editor of The Hatchet openly 
Stated that she would have definitely voted along with 
the rest of the Committee against The Grind, but plays 
up with bold-face type the fact that the President of 
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the Student Council introduced a motion against the 
one issue. 

The editorial of March 11, 1947, entitled, "How 
Interesting,” is definitely one of bad taste and indiscre- 
tion on the part of the editors. Had they checked they 
would have found that the editorial is detrimental in 
that it gives a bad impression of those responsible. 

The editorial of February 11, 1947, “Such Pomp — 
Such Circumstance,” has three interesting points-from 
the standpoint of the Student Council. First under 
the statement, "hard-working regulators of student 
government," the whole Council is definitely insulted. 
It is simply that this is a personal editorial. 

Item two of this editorial Is where it states, “It 
has been rare indeed when the Board of Editors has 
let emotional feeling influence the thought of its editor- 
ials.” I can assure you thaj this is not borne out by 
the subsequent editorials. The Hatchet must have an 
"insult” complex, for under all Three of The Hatchet 
statements The Hatchet states, “Even the simple-mind- 
ed know that platforms are only for the consumption 
of suckers.” It has come to a pretty pass when The 
Hatchet, not being satisfied with insulting the student 
government, resorts to insulting the student body by 
calling them suckers. Actually, the. Council is above 
replying to any puerile rantings of The Hatchet as evi- 
denced by this editorial. 

The Student Council chooses not to comment upon 
the editorial of March 18, 1947, entitled "Upon Being 
Investigated,” because it is perfectly obvious from the 
entire tone and writing of the editorial exactly what 
the position of The Hatchet is. There is, however, one 
thing you will note: that The Hatchet continues to 
make blind accusations and “atomic" threats. It is 
refreshing to note the other editorial on the same page 
where after considerable time The Hatchet is actually 
complimenting a group on campus for good work. That 
is "The Pacesetters.” 

As a sample of the inaccuracy of news stories in 
The Hatchet, I would like to cite the story appearing 
under the date of March 18th entitled, “Club Shows 
Colored Film in German.” The article states that the 
German Club will show this German film. The film 
is being shown under the sponsorship of the Student 
Council. The article also says this film is the only one 
of its kind in existence. This is not the case. It fur- 
ther states that all German students are invited. The 
true fact is that all students qre invited. In fact, even 
the German title is wrong. 

The crowning achievement of this article is that, 
according to this article, the President of the German 
Club released this information. In checking, I found 
that the President of the German Club did not release 
this Information, nor did any member of the German 
Department staff. .. 

The Student Council feels that Hie Hatchet has 
not been and is not following Its "Flan of Organiza- 
tion.” I will not comment on this phase but prefer 
to leave this for the Publications Committee witness. 

It is the sincere Wish of the Student Council that 
this Committee arrive at a Just and equitable decision 
of the facts which will serve as a basis for their recom- 
mendation to the Student Council. The Student Coun- 
cil wants no fight with The Hatchet. It wants no fight 
with The Hatchet.. 

[Hie following exhibits were filed with the Com- 
mittee, together with Mr. Strickland’s brief:] 

March 11, 1947 

.. - ; - " ' A 

Dear Mr. Strickland: 

I submitted a letter to the Editors of The Hatchet 
on February 9, which was to be printed in the Febru- 
ary llth issue. It was not printed at that time be- 
cause I had failed to sign it. I signed it immediately, 
and understood it would be printed in the issue appear- 
ing February 18. It has not appeared as yet, and the 
effectiveness of it would be lost now even if it were 
to appear. 

Sincerely, 

[s] Janet Glisson 
Janet Glisson 

STATEMENT OF HANDBOOK EDITOR L. M. PRICE 

February 2, 1947 

HANDBOOK 

Letters written June 27th, on June 30th 175 letters 
were put iq mail for organization data. 

Started search for printer on Aug. 1st. Contacted 
seven printers, and got Thomas Coleman, who Is head 
of a printers’ union, to assist in getting a printer. 
Printers wouldn’t take job because of (1) Price, 
shortage of good paper, loaded with back orders. Only 
one other printer other than Law Reporter that would 
give a price and this was H A K Press. Search ended 
with Law Reporter on Aug. 15th while still working on 
copy. 

Up to Aug. 3rd only 70 returned with information. 

By Aug. 4th data was being compiled, and It was 
necessary to contact each group with unreceived in- 
formation by individual. 

Solicitation: Allowed on 3 evenings of one outside 
line -by University Switchboard, because of University 
mix-up. 

Went to work with staff of two compiling all in- 
formation. 

He said (Law Reporter) that he would take the 
Handbook but wouldn't give a contract. Gave price 
of $640 for 5,000 and $450 for 3,500 copies. He would 
deliver (promised), on Sept. 24th. If copy, could be in 
by Aug. 24th. Meanwhile still had inadequate help. 


Total services of full staff other than editor and asso- 
ciate editor was only a few hours each. 

Art Editor drew map. One other member wrote 
two long articles. Other five helped about an hour 
apiece. 

Delivered first complete copy with exception of 
three articles and cover on Aug. 26th, two days late. 
Was approved to deliver first galley proof on Sept. 10th 
to Asst. Gus Johnson. Printers not overenthusiastic 
but thought that he could keep on schedule (Johnson 
witness). 

By Sept. 17th (revisited) only 20 pages were set. 
The printer’s excuse was that he had received a rush 
job from the University which was urgently needed. 
Handbook was shoved aside. The printer volunteered 
the set type if the editor could find another printer. 
Tried five additional printers— stfil no one would or 
could take the job. One of the subordinates on the 
staff brought back copy on own volition and it was 
necessary for- you to go to get the printer and copy 
straightened out. , • ' ; 

During the latter part of Sept, the printers’ strike 
began. This lasted until approximately Novi During 
this, additional (7) printers were contacted in the hope 
pf getting the job done. None would take the job. 
Finally about 10th and 15th of Nov. the Law Re- 
porter volunteered to complete the job on the condi- 
tion that no exact price could be quoted and no exact 
date could be quoted. 

Everything to printer on Nov. 22nd. First and 
only galley proof received on- Dec. 13th. This was re- 
turned on Dec. 20th. Then page proof received on 
Jan. 3rd. .Returned on Jan. 8th. Then printer prom- 
ised to have book out not later than Jan, 24tH. The 
printer finished book on 24th but would not deliver 
because of order from University. Finally got in our 
hands on Jan. 27th after red tape. 

Statement made in presence of: 

[s] Betty Weitzel 
[s] L. G. Strickland 

CONVERSATION BETWEEN l. G. STRICKLAND 

AND MR. GRUBB, OF THE LAW REPORTER, 
PRINTER OF THE UNIVERSITY HANDBOOK 

“Mr. Grubb, this is Larry Strickland of the George 
Washington University, I want your story again about 
the Handbook. The editor has left school, so I am left 
in mid-air. I want to. check what he told me you told 
him. 

"He said that they would deliver the book on Sep- 
tember 24th if you could have the copy on August 
24th.” 

Mr. Grubb: “Strike was after that date. Got 
threat on October llth. They went out on October. 

11th whan their contract expired (linotype men). The 
Union iaaued order* two or three weeks that they 
ceuM not work overtime, that is what killed iu." 

Mr. Strickland: “That affected the Law Reporter, 
didn’t it?” 

Mr. Grubb: "Affected everybody. Your best fact 
is that we do a large part of the University’s work and 
that Is what pushed your job around. 

"One of the things that further delayed us was 
the fact that one of the members came down after we 
found that we could not complete the work and took 
away the copy and cuts. So this, of course, added to 
the delay. 

Mr. Strickland: "Because of the fact that you had 
to do University work, It would have taken two or 
three months.” 1 A . 

Mr. Grubb: “We couldn’t promise any time. The 
overtime proposition was the thing that caused us 
most difficulty.” 

Mr. Strickland: “Did you have any other diffi- 
culties, such as getting paper, bindings, or cuts?” , " 

Mr. Grubb: “No, we didn't have any other diffi- 
culties.” 

Transcribed by: [s] Betty Weitzel 
Witnessed by: [s] Margaret Buckley 

March 19, 1947, at 1:30 P. M. 

THE GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY 
Washington 6, D. C. 

1 19 March 1947 

Mr. Lawrence Strickland 
President, The Student Council 
The George Washington University 

Dear Mr. Strickland: 

I have examined The George Washington Universi- 
ty Student Handbook, 1946-1947. It is designed to 
furnish to students of the University a reference book- 
let of general information. It answers clearly, briefly, 
and— so far as its scope permits — fully, a vast number 
of questions that inevitably arise, particularly for a 
first-year student. Its organization is simple and 
clear; the full Index makes quickly available the an- 
swer to almost any relevant question; the format la 
attractive. 

I have noted certain errors In grammar and style 
that should be corrected in next year's edition. Of « 
these, disagreement in number between subject and 
verb, violation of parallel structure, and such tautol- 
ogous phrases as "Informative information” and "in- 
tuitive Insight” are the most obvious. On page 37 
there is a bad contradiction between the statements 
that the student newspaper Is published “. . . twice 
during the summer months under the head ‘The 
Hatchet’ . . .” and that The Summer School Record 
appears "twice during the summer semesters, . . . while 
Its companion paper, The Hatchet, Is not being print- 
ed." The section on pages 60-61 ("Student Veterans 
Club of G.W.U.”) Is altogether deplorable. 
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Nevertheless, the value of the booklet seems to pointed by Mr. Strickland and me to be the other CHAIRMAN JAICKS: The Committee has not gone 
me far to outweigh its superficial deficiencies. It is associate editor. He had not been appointed by the over the editorial, "Magnificent Tomb,” yet, but we wiU 

designed to answer a large group of miscellaneous Student Council in the first place. And it. 

questions about the University; despite certain flaws, MR. DON ROTHENBERGh M r. Strickland has asked MR. ROTHENBERG: I think Mr. Strickland has 

which should not be minimized, lt answers these ques- ug to remember one statement he made, and I think ma <je two basic points in his speech: (I) a disagree- 
tions effectively. he is correct. His statement is, and I quote: "We re- mcnt w ith the editorial policy oOThe Hatchet; and (2) 

Yours sincerely, fuse to find issues where none exist.” Mr. Strickland, the question of creating good feeling between the ad- 

[s] John P. Reeling, Jr. who has created this issue? ministration and the students. 

Instructor in English M R. STRICKLAND ; I will answer that, Mr. Rothen- As to the first, I think you will agree, Mr. Strickland, 

MR. LOVE: Mr. Strickland, I understand that The berg. We have had various complaints from students. that neither you nor any member of the Student Coun- 
Hatchet is published under some sort of constitution The Student Council was at that time — and Mr. Wood- d il has any desire to influence the editorial policy of 
and by-laws. ward will recall this — after a certain editorial came out an independent publication. Secondly as to the ques- 

MR. STRICKLAND: That is right, and that is in the ver y. very unhappy about the whole situation. That is tion of creating good feeling between the adminlstra- 
hrief. the reason why they wrote the letter asking that we tion and the students, remember two things: first, that 

MR. LOVE: What Is the relationship between the get together on it. the Student Council controls the funds which are given 

Student Council and The Hatchet? ' MR - GOCHBERG: So is Congress unhappy! to The Hatchet merely as an agent of those of us who 

MR. STRICKLAND: Actually, according to the Com- MR - FRANK EICHENLAUB: I would like to ask ar e in this room, as our representatives; secondly, 
mlttee on Publications, the Student Council is supposed Mr - Strickland to distinguish between a reversal in there is no greater harm done to the relations between 
to have jurisdiction over The Hatchet. Under their policy and showing the other side of an issue. He has the average student in this University and the admin- 
constitution no one has jurisdiction over it. made the charge that The Hatchet shows only one side istration than by the Student Council’s instigating this 

MR. LOVE: To what extent? You say the Student of the issue, but when The Hatchet does in a later kind of investigation which is premised on a completely 
Council under these rules Is supposed to have juris- lssue present another side, he accuses them of a change f a ise accusation and is out of place at a time like this, 
diction over The Hatchet. To what extent is it sup- of policy, which he condemns. Just how do you distin- [Applause], 

posed to have jurisdiction? tRat ^ UNIDENTIFIED: Mr. Strickland, you said that 

MR. STRICKLAND: The Student Council does con- MR „ lag ' ' . ,, , there had been numerous complaints as to the conduct 

trol all 6/ The Hatchet’s funds. It makes its allocations CHAIRMAN JAICKS: Keep your questions entirely of Hatchet and as to the editorial policy. Would 
and submits its budget to the University. on ^ e Hatchet now. you enumerate those, please? ' / 

MR. LOVE: Does it have anything to do with the MR. ALLEN EZRA: Mr. Strickland, if the Student MR STRICKLAND: No, I couldn’t. Unfortunately, 

appointment of the staff? - P° unc 1 •“* no recommendation to make, as you said j m not keep , ncorA them 

MR. STRICKLAND :U ha. absolutely nothing to ‘*J do you e^T^ . UNIDENTIFIED: Surely you should reMizatha? in 

do with the appointment of the staff accomplish? Also, if you are an elected ten members bulldln K • case have to have something to base 

MR. LOVE: How representative of the student body of the „ udent body , why wasn’t the student body , 1W , U _ . , , . . 

Is the Student Council. asked beforehand whether we wanted an investigation UU^IpblAN JAICKS. I think Mr. Strickland has 

MR. STRICKLAND: The Student Council, sir, con- or not? And ^ of how m^y people Irt you actually based hla contention on the brief as he presented it. 

sists of ten students that are elected yearly by the representative as of the last election and how many UNIDENTIFIED: He has stated his viewpoint but 
student body in an open election. . people on the campus now are in favor of the entire he has not stated the viewpoint of those of other people 

MR. JAMES PUGHE: Has that brief been passed by investigation? not in agreement with The Hatchet, 

every member of the Student Council? MR STRICKLAND: If I recall, I was trying to think CHAIRMAN JAICKS: Those people not in accord 

MR. STRICKLAND: Yes of the figures at the last election. I will answer the last The Hatchet have a i perfect right to come before 

MR. PUGHE: I was led Lo believe by one of the haJf of questlon . H the student Council polled tbe and testify, 

members of the Student Council that he was not the student M on everything , „ wou i d never acC om- a T unlversi , t y ° f tbls » ize — 

allowed to seq that brief. That was a day or so ago. Ush g sln „ le thin ~ CHAIRMAN JAICKS [Interposing] : If they have 

It may be hC was permitted to see it sinoe that time. v ’ a complaint, all they have to do is ask to speak if they 

MR. STRICKLAND : That is right. / I “ K - : H0W aDout 11 ’ j want to speak. 

MR. PUGHE: All right, do you have any recom- MR. STRICKLAND: The questions are supposed to UR. LEWIS: May I ask, Mr. Chairman, that The 
mendations other than presenting the brief? be dictated to The Hatchet, not the authority of the Hatchet be allowed to look at that brief in order to 

MR. STRICKLAND: 1 feel, Mr. Pughe, that the Stu- Student Council, but I will answer your question. As prepare for its defense? 
dent Council should not try to influence by making of the last election, if I recall, approximately one-tenth CHAIRMAN JAICKS: I have no objection. Do you 
recommendations to this Committee. i of the students in the school voted in that election. have any objection? 

MR. PUGHE: What are your recommendations? MISS HANCK: I would like to make another correc- MR. LOVE: I think by all means they should. 

MR. STRICKLAND: I am not making any recom- tion to your brief, Mr. Strickland. The editorial “Bit- CHAIRMAN JAICKS: I think that is agreed, 

mendations. tersweet Sorrow” was initiated by me, not because the MR. ARTHUR COHEN : I understood from the 

MR. PUGHE: How are you going to do anything for other editors were nbt in agreement with me, but te- hearing this morning that the reason for this invest i- 
the Committee if you do not make recommendations? cause I was the only editor that was retiring at that gation was complaints brought to the Student Council. 

MR. STRICKLAND: Leave It up to the Committee to time, and we could not say that the whole Board had As far as I saw this morning, there was only one 
make the recommendations. < retired. I had to initial it to make it clear I was the person who brought in a complaint against The 

MR. LARRY WOODWARD: I do not believe I have only one that was retiring. ". Hatchet. If this whole hearing has been instituted be- 

seen everything in the brief. I may have had an op- _ MR. CHARLES MANN: I would like to ask Mr. cause of one person, and one person alone, this John 

portunlty, but actually the whole brief has not been Strickland if a formal vote was taken in the Council Morris (I don’t know whether he is here now), it seems 

presented to the Council. [Applause]. on the presentation of the brief, and furthermore, who to me kind of silly. I detected a personal note in his 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: We will let Mr. Strickland the people were who prepared the brief. talk this morning. If this whole Investigation was 

clarify that. MR. STRICKLAND: Yes, I will tell you who pre- based on that, and that alone, it Is all nonsensical. 

MR. STRICKLAND: It has the approval of the ma- pared it. I was assisted by Miss Lush and Miss Toland, CHAIRMAN JAICKS: I assure you the Committee 
Jority of members of the Council. and also Mr. Generally commented on it. Those three have heard everything you have heard, and they will 

MR. JOHN McNAB: What is the printers’ report people agreed on it, Miss Simmons agreed on it, and take into consideration everything that has been said, 
regarding the delay for the Handbook? I would like Miss Burke agreed on it. MR. CHARLES ULIEN: I understand from the 

to know what is the reason for such a long delay. MISS JEAN FERGUSON: Mr. Strickland, what bust- beginning of Mr. Strickland's speech that the purpose 

MR. STRICKLAND: There was a printers’ strike, ness did the Chairman of a supposedly impartial com- is to foster better relations between the administration 
and the fact that one of his subordinates took the type, mittee have approving a brief against those on trial? and the student body. May I ask Mr. Strickland how 
took the copy away from the printer and he had to go MR. STRICKLAND: There is no one on trial. That this inves tiga tion is going to do that? 

back down and straighten it out. It is quite a long, is not the case; it is all a misunderstanding. MR. STRICKLAND: They can arrive.at a common 

involved deal. v MR. EVANSTON: Is it the constitutional right of meeting ground for the Student Council and The 

MR. VONEIFF: I wish to ask Mr. Strickland one the Student Council to suppress The Hatchet's policy? Hatchet. I am certain that would accomplish it. 
thing, or make a statement. You have appointed a MR. STRICKLAND: No, I said it controlled only its MR. PAUL CANTOR: I would like to ask two 

committee to find out facts and to recommend changes funds. • questions: First, to whom does the Committee report? 

to your own Council. Now you appear before It as a MR. EVANSTON: What is the issue here if all you And second, 'what is supposed to happen after tl»t 

witness presenting opinions and criticisms of editorials have is an administrative duty? report is made? Is someone supposed to walk out, or 

that your own Council which appointed the Committee MR. STRICKLAND: May I just read the first part is something supposed to be changed? What happens? 
has presumably already arrived at. I want to ask, Do of this statement again. In other words, I will cut it What is the whole setup? What is the conclusion? 
you see any reason why the student body should think down. Our desire is simply to promote good relations CHAIRMAN JAICKS: The instructions were, I 
you will consider impartially the report of your Com- on campus between the two. ' believe (and Mr. Strickland may correct me), that we 

mittee, however impartial that Committee itself may MR. EICHENLAUB: I would like to settle a little are to judge the testimony here, and we are to make 
be? bit on the issue Mr. Strickland brings up about the a suggestion to the Student Council as to the procedure 

MR. STRICKLAND: Yes, certainly. I will stay out three people who constitute the editorial board of The that they should take, and then it is up to the Student 
of it entirely. •• Hatchet requesting that the Student Council come to Council to take it if they like or not; is that right, Mr. 

MR. GOCHBERG: But you said the Student Council them at their convenience. This whole thing seems to Strickland? 
had passed on that, Mr. Strickland. me simply an issue that is being created. The pure and MR. STRICKLAND: No, the Student Council will 

MR. STRICKLAND: The Student Council has not simple fact is that in a newspaper, you have got to go over the recommendations of the Committee and 
passed on that, no. conduct an editorial board meeting on your own prem- recommend the same thing. 

MR. GOCHBERG: You said it had. lses, where you have access to your facilities. The MR. CANTOR: Then the whole sense of the thing 

MR. STRICKLAND: The majority; when you say simple way to create accord between the editorial board is lost because you are putting the Student Council not 
“the Student Council,” it constitutes the majority. I and the Student Council would be for the Student on the same level with The Hatchet, but you are put- 

checked that this morning, and in fact three members Council to send a representative of their group, dele- ting them up where they are the deciding factor. You 

of the Student Council besides myself have worked on gate authority to that person to speak for them, to report to the Council and the Council says, “We" don’t 

that. m meet The Hatchet on their terms. You cannot ask The like the word,” or “We like the word they have to 

MR. RAKER: I would like to ask a question. How Hatchet to move their office and their files and what- say,” and they are Just controlling it. It is not put on 
many members of the administration or faculty helped ever they may need in determining their policy, or in an equal basis. 

in the preparation of the brief? analyzing what they want to take a position on, over CHAIRMAN JAICKS: I think Mr. Strickland will 

MR. STRICKLAND: Absolutely none. to the board room of the Student Council. clarify that for you. As far as we are concerned we 

MISS NANCY HANCK: I would like to correct Mr. MR. STRICKLAND: In establishing the policy, Mr. have no control over what is done. We can Just do 
Strickland’s statement about the Handbook. He said Chairman, is it necessary to move files; to talk things what they have assigned us to do. Mr. Strickland says 
at the time I was a member of the Board of Editors out, Is tha t nece ssary? that the Council will accept our decision as final- is 

and acting member of tbe Student Council and on a , MR. EICHENLAUB: I think in some cases it might that right? 

Student Council committee. In the first place, the be, yes. MR. STRICKLAND: I cannot say that for the ten 

Board of Editors of The Hatchet does not start work MISS FERGUSON: What was the national issue members, although all ten of them voted for this thing, 
until September and this was in June. In the second discuss ed in the editorial you referred to? It was unanimous. Nine — I beg your pardon. I didn’t 

place, I had not been appointed as an acting member MR. STRICKLAND: I refuse to discuss that. vote. I was the arbitrator, 

of the Council at that time when the Handbook ap- CHAIRMAN JAICKS: What was it? 

pointments were made. And in the third place, I, was 
not on the Student Council committee at that time. 

Also, when the Student Council had appointed Mr, 


ko' &ik&kb tiW 





( 


Tuesday, March 25. 1947 


THE UNIVERSITY HATCHET 


HATCHET INVESTIGATION 

Council will do. What measures can the Council take, 
to take any steps against The Hatchet ? 

MR. STRICKLAND: The Council cannot do any- 
thing except recommend the findings of the Committee 
to the Student Life Committee or Publications Com- 
mittee. 

MR. GOCHBERG: I sort of hate to keep getting 
up and down all the time but you have to get this 
straightened out once and for all, and I want to make 
clear what Mr. Strickland stated. I wanted to reempha- 
size his point. The Council will just have the authority 
to make suggestions. 

MR. STRICKLAND: That (s right. 

MR. GOCHBERG: I also want to comment on the 
sort of queer way this thing has come about. Here we 
find the Student Council has not had all its members 
read the brief that is being submitted by the President 
of the Student Council. They have not voted on it. 
First Mr. Strickland stated they voted unanimously 

MR. STRICKLAND: No, I didn’t say they voted 
unanimously. 

MR. GOCHBERG: that they had seen it and 

approved it, whichever way you want it. Then he said 
they had seen it and approved it, and then we had 
certain members stand up and say they hadn’t. 

MR. STRICKLAND: One member who had the 
opportunity. 

MR. GOCHBERG: I don’t know if there are any 
other members present. All right, one member stood 
up. Now the fact remains that here you have the 
President of the "Student Council who has the powerto 
appoint the Committee, to appoint the Chairman, and 
the Chairman is a melhber of the Student Council who " 
has read the brief prior to a meeting. In other words, 
he has held evidence in his hand against The Hatchet 
before there was a chance for trial. There is something - 
basically wrong with that procedure. 

MR. STRICKLAND: Wait a minute, this is not a 
trial. It is a fact-finding committee. " 

MR. GOCHBERG: Even oh any fact-finding com- 
mittee, Mr. Strickland — and we will use our national 
committees as an example — you do not charge the 
chairman with evidence before the committee is 
founded. It is all new to him; he doesn't know any- 
thing about it.' He sits there and he listens and he 
makes up his mind from what he hears in the fact- 
finding b oard. 

MR. STRICKLAND: The Student Council did not 
elect him or select him as Chairman. 

MR. GOCHBERG: Who did? 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: He was appointed by the 
Chairman as Cha irman of the Committee. 

MR. GOCHBERG: The point is this: The fact is 
we have a Chairman of this Committee who is a mem- 
ber at the Student Council and who did reed evidence 
— Before evidence was given in this Committee meeting. 

MR. STRICKLAND: It is only a known fact. 

MR. GOCHBERG: It is only a known fact that 
that, under our common law, throws out the whole 
thing. 

MR. STRICKLAND: But this isn’t conducted un- 
der common law. This is not a legal proceeding. 

MR. GOCHBERG: But it should be fair. That is 
the basis of the whole thing. It should be fair, and 
you will find that common law is only made where it 
is fair. 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: I suggest unless you have 
something pertinent, we have another man to testify 
here, and I suggest if you have further questions or 
further statements to make, that you write them 
and hand them in to the Committee, and I assure 
you they will be read. Dr. Linton is here to testify. 

UNIDENTIFIED : We weren’t told what the na- 
tional editorial was that was asked about ten minutes 
ago. 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: Will you read it? Mr. Love, 
will you give a summary of what it was? 

UNIDENTIFIED: Why can’t Mr. Strickland tell 
us? Surely he knows. Why is he so secretive? 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: Mr. Strickland has the 
right not to comment on it if he wishes. 

(Calls of “He spoke of it”; “He submitted it.”) 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: We are the final judges 
here; if we so please, nobody can see his tesimony. 
We will judge in the final analysis what was wrong 
and what was right. 

MR. SAMUEL HUNTER: In view of some of the 
ridiculous charges that I have heard, it would be a 
good move to dismiss this whole thing right now. 
(Applause.) 

CHAIRMAN JAICKS: We will hear Dr. Linton’s 
testimony. 

TESTIMONY OF DR. C. D. LINTON, 
CHAIRMAN OF PUBLICATIONS COMMITTEE 

DR. LINTON: My Interest in the matter stems 
entirely from my position as Chairman of the Publica- 
tions Committee. As such, I was confronted with the 
necessity for calling a meeting to deal with the re- 
quest of an alleged humor magazine for University 
approval. The group which sponsored that (I won’t 
bore you with the background) came to me last fall. 
They had explained to them what the process was for 
receiving approval and they left the office assuring me 
they would bring the constitution in within the next 
day or two and the Committee would act on it either 
to approve it or reject it. 

The months went by; I assumed the publication 
had been dropped. I saw a notice in a January issue 
of The Hatchet that it was about to be published. I 
wrote a letter to' the group asking if they recalled our 
earlier conversation, and they came to my -offer that 
night. I reminded them that they had never submitted 


their request for approval, and I said I assumed that 
they were not publishing themselves with any Univer- 
sity connection whatsoever. They said on the con- 
trary, they were publishing themselves as approved. I 
pointed out that was misrepresentation. They agreed 
before publication, then, to take out all references to 
the University, such references as would suggest they 
were approved by the University, and they did that. 

I checked with the advertisers, however, and learned 
that in each case The Grind had represented itself as 
having been formally approved by the University — ap- 
proval which had never even been requested. 

But at that late date they did submit their re- 
quest for approval. The magazine itself was then in our 
hands, and so the Committee met on February 5th. 
The attitude of the individual members of the Com- 
mittee was noncommittal; they hadn’t known of the 
issue, hadn’t known of my experience with it. I tried 
to get all the members of the Committee together, Miss 
Henry promised to come and I assumed she would 
since she had expressed great interest in the magazine. 
She didn’t show up. I called her after the meeting had 
opened and there seemed to be some difficulty in her 
coming. 

At any rate, the matter was considered and the 
representatives of The Grind were present and pre- 
sented their views with considerable care and detail. 
The only good thing in their favor, so far as the 
quality of the magazine went, was that they had a firm 
financial background, and that we agreed to and it 
was never at issue in the discussion, although The 
Hatchet seems to think it was. . 

Fihaly we concluded, on the motion of a member 
of the Committee, that on three grounds we could 
not accept The Grind magazine. First, it did not fulfill 
the positive nature requirement which our publica- 
tions have always fulfilled, namely, the contributing of 
anything df any worth on the campus. 1 don’t know 
how many of you have seen the magazine. I suppose 
the Legion of Decency has taken bare of it by now. 
We concluded, in the second place, that its moral and 
literary level was so hopelessly low that it could never 
be associated with the University’s name, a fact which 
has been borne out in the telephone calls I have re- 
ceived from parents in the case of those few copies 
which were sold and went home to respectable homes, 
and they asked, Was the University indeed involved 
in a magazine of that sort ? I tried to- point out no. 

That motion was passed on February 5th (keep 
that date in mind, if you will) unanimously by all pres- 
ent, Miss Henry being absent. The recommendation 
against its approval then was mailed to the*President 
stating that the unanimous decision of the Committee 
was to reject it. On February 13th the President asked 
the Committee to com* to his office; he had our recom- 
mendation in hand and he wished to give his, opinion 
about it. At that meeting Miss Henry was present. The 
single point which was taken up was that the Presi- 
dent accepted the Committee’s unanimous recommen- 
dation, agreed that the magazine should be rejected, 
and that was the action. 

Immediately, the editors of The Grind were called 
into my office arid were told the precise reason why 
it was rejected. Shortly thereafter, a Hatchet reporter 
came up and he was told the three reasons why it 
was rejected: it contributed nothing, that it was 
morally offensive; that the Secret, surreptitious man- 
ner in which it was published gave us little confidence 
in the editors. ’• , < j 

The Hatchet reporter took down those facts very’ 
carefully. On February 18th, The Hatchet, In its news 
story on the rejection of The Grind magazine, said 
that it was rejected for a reason which it puts in 
quotes. It has never said who actually made the 
quotes because the quotes are false, but it says: “The 
reason why it was rejected is that there is no room 
on the campus for a magazine,” and on the basis of 
that rather nonsensical reason, I agree perfectly, they 
wrote an editorial objecting to the action, pointing 
out it was not a valid reason — as Indeed it was not. 
There is room on any campus for a good magazine. 

And so the Committee, feeling that the matter had 
been factually so mishandled, called a meeting to deal 
with it. Prior to that, I, as the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee, called Miss Henry on the telephone and pointed 
out to her the factual inaccuracy of the statement. 
She said that the error had occurred due to her ab- 
sence from the city, and I gave to her at that time, in 
detail and at some length, the real reasons why The 
Grind was rejected, and I was promised at that time 
that the next issue of The Hatchet would print the 
correction, would state that it had been rejected be- 
cause it was morally offensive, because it contributed 
nothing, and because it was published without authori- 
zation. But the issue of The Hatchet which followed not 
only made no correction, but printed ariother editorial 
in which it was stated that on the basis of its previous 
statement, the student body had received the run- 
around. Furthermore, it said the action was not unani- 
mous. 

Now, when Miss Henry was reminded of her tele- 
phone conversation she said she “forgot." In other 
words, here is an editor of the paper called by the 
Chairman of the official committee on the campus, to 
protest a factual inaccuracy which she promises to 
correct; two days later the opportunity for correction 
is presented but, unfortunately, she has forgotten. 

Now, at the meeting which was called later to 
see whether the Committee had any recourse here or 
not, Miss Henry was present, although it was difficult 
for her to find time in connection with her work in 
the Veterans Office, it is true. She was present and she 
1, , thep supported the statement that The Grind Was re- 


jected because there was no room on the campus, say- 
ing, “The statement actually was, ’There is no room 
on the campus fbr a magazine of the caliber of The 
Grind,’ ” which makes sense. She said it was changed 
“to make it stronger.’'’ That statement was made in 
the full hearing of and in the formal session of the 
Committee on Publications, which corisists of faculty, 
alumni, and student members. She said that the state- 
ment was changed to make it stronger. 

Two days later the editorial of the next issue of 
The Hatchet maintained that it was changed due to 
a proofreader’s error — I suppose she forgot again, or 
something. 

In its editorial of February 25th, The Hatchet at- 
tacks the integrity of the Committee on Publications 
by implying that its decision to reject The Grind was 
not its own free decision, but that prior to its de- 
cision, the President had Called it in, and as the edi- 
torial said, "made himself quite clear as to his at- 
titude on The Grind." 

Now, that implication against the integrity, 
against the honesty of a group of faculty, student 
members, and alumni should not be casually made, I 
think. It suggests — it does not come out actually and 
state it but the implication is clear— that the present 
action by us took place, prior to our statement of 
policy. 11118 was printed with complete knowledge of 
the true facts- of the case, and the actual fact is, of 
course, that the Committee acted over a week in ad- 
vance of the President’s acceptance of the Committtee’s 
recommendation. . 

The Hatchet has frequently declared, it declared in 
a succession of editorials, that the Committee lies in 
its teeth, in effect, in stating that the decision to re- 
ject The Grind was unanimous. It makes a great point 
that af the meeting of the Committee with the Presi- 
dent, at which time he accepted its opinion, there 
was no vote taken. Obviously there was no vote taken. 
Every member of the Committee was officially on 
record as approving the rejection as a result of the 
regular formal meeting of the Committee earlier. 

“ To make the claim that it is not unanimous even 
more ridiculous, at the meeting which Miss Henry did 
attend after the issue had arisen, she put herself on 
record as agreeing that The Grind should have been 
rejected; and so even the claim of lack of unanimity 
based on her absence will no longer stand up. But it 
continues to state, as it does in the last issue, that it 
was not unanimous. In so far as the Committee de- 
clares it was, it is a clear-cut factual issue and every- 
one who. has doubts on the matter, I Invite to examine 
the records of the Committee on Publications. 

The quibble that a second vote wag not taken when 
the President accepted the recommendation of the 
Committee obviously has no weight. He could only have 
asked, “Have you changed your mind?" That Is all he 
" could have askgd on the basis of a vote. Every in- 
dividual concerned with the rejection of The Grind is 
on record as approving It. It is up to The Hatchet to 
point out which individual connected with it is in 
disagreement with it before it makes disrespectful 
claims as to the lack of veracity on the part of the 
Committee. Those matters appertain to bad faith, 
broken promjses, actual failure to meet in any de- 
cree eye to eye with the facts. 

The Committee was concerned also with another 
aspect of the present organization, namely, an ap- 
parent lack of journalistic knowledge — editorial 
ignorance, I, suppose, is the right word for it. A free 
press must not be a one-way street. It must be free 
to present the views of those who oppose it. It must 
not be thri subsidized mouthpiece for two or three in- 
dividuals. And yet, when the Committee on Publica- 
tions drafted a letter attempting to set The Hatchet 
straight on certain facts, that letter was not printed — 
In effect, it was not printed. The lines which appeared 
in the letter were printed in small type. Every two or 
tlvree lines, in bold-faced type The Hatchet inserted, its 
own lengthy comment, and it made one of the most 
remarkable editorial hodgepodges, I suppose, which 
modern civilization has seen. If it fears to present 
fairly the views of criticism from the officially consti- 
tuted body on the campus, in unanimous agreement, 
something is rotten in the State of Denmark. 

To make that even more interesting, that letter, 
which was not printed in effect, had been brought up 
before the Committee in full session, Miss Henry pres- 
ent. I read it line by line and I said, “I want to make 
100 per cent certain that every fact in this letter is ac- 
curate," and I went over it line by line. It was agreed 
by all that every fact in that letter was 100 per cent 
accurate. Miss Henry agreed to that, also, and is on 
record in the Publications Committee office if you 
have any interest in it. 

And yet when it was printed two days later, it 
took issue specifically with it on the ground of facts. 

It was about that time that I began to realize 
that the Committee on Publications, unless It was 
willing to found a newspaper of its own, might as well 
give up, and I did. There is nothing you can do with 
a press which Is not free, which will not even print 
criticism of itself. (Applause). 

In the Committee meeting, the same one In which 
all of this came out, It was pointed out that after 
the facts had been given to The Hatchet with re- 
gard to The Grind, had been misstated, after correc- 
tions had been pointed out, it still claimed in an edi- 
torial that “the administration has once again given 
the run-around to the student body," and I asked 
whether there was any factual support for that 
statement; what were the grounds for it? Was the 
Committee illegal in Its organization? Did It not 
meet legally? Was it unfair that it should be judged 
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tution approved by the Publications Committee and tro 
the Board of Trustees, there Is a written, regulated I t 
procedure for bringing charges and complaints against boi 
the members of the Board of Editors, and that is to tor 
bring those charges up before the Publications Com- sla 
mittee. Any student has the right to charge the editors pai 
with negligence, with incompetence, with whatever thi 
else they want, and bring those charges before the 
Publications Committee. If anybody has felt that the wh 
editors have been negligent or incompetent, have done thi 
something they shouldn’t do, he has a right to bring to 
those charges up. cai 

This is all wonderful, as somebody else said. I ani 
think it is great to see so many people here. It shows to 
some Interest In school affairs. But, I don’t know 
whether Dr. Linton himself knows that the Publics- VJa 
tions Committee can hear charges against the Student b y 
Council. From what he said previously, I doubt it. ba 
This is his first year as Chairman of the Publications t0 
Committee. I believe it. is also his first year as a rei 
member of the Publications Committee, although I ol 
wouldn’t swear to It. 

Another point, and this, Miss Davis, I wish you a ” 
would ask Dr. Linton — or maybe you can answer it: ?. 

Two of the reasons that The Grind was refused rec- r* 
ognitlon . were that, as I understand it, Its material 
was offensive, It was material that the administration C|U 
did not like, or that the Publications Committee did Jj; 
not like; and, as I think Dr. Linton said, the subversive 
manner In which the magazine was brought out. 

[The speaker was corrected from the floor; the jj, 
word used was "surreptitious.”] ar 

MR. HALBERST ADT [Continuing] : It is my rec- th 
ollectlon, and I will be subject to correction if I am li< 
wrong, that the Student Council gave The Grind tem- m 
porary recognition Jlo go ahead with publication, pro- 
vided that the controller of the Student Council and re 
the members of the Student Council were satisfied that b< 
It would not go in the hole. p, 

In the files of the Student Council is a note signed n( 
by the editor and, the assistant editor of The Grind w 
stating that until such time as The Grind got official w 
recognition from the University, those members would 
try not to Incur any debts. In other words, they would t) 

not go In the hole, and If they did, they were held ^ 

personally responsible. I know about that note because t) 

I was controller at the time and I had them sign It w 

before we let them proceed with any financial business. 
That Is still In the Council files, I believe. _ 

The Grind, therefore, did not come out in a sub- Jj 
verslve manner. It went through channels. It went ^ 
to the Council first, which la the established pro- 
cedure. The Council was supposed — whether it did or 
- not, I don’t knew— to J e swnsd it to the Student Life j 
“Committee, which in turn would have turned It over 1 
to the Publications Committee for approval or dis- J 
approval, and then it. would come back to the Student £ 
Life Committee, and eventually, I suppose, to Dr. 1 
Marvin for final approval. 

Dr. Linton also said that the material In The * 
Grind was offensive. I don’t know how many of you, a 
or if any of you, especially the faculty members here 
who are graduates of Harvard or attended Harvard * 
— have you ever looked In the back files of the Har- 
vard Lampoon, sir, the early issues? 

CHAIRMAN TOPPER: I perused the files fre- f 
quently while I was a student there; yes, sir. 

MR. HALBERST ADT: Do you remember then I 
what the feelings of the campus faculty, the adminis- 
tration, and the local people were when those first 1 
Issues came out? I think to them it was offensive, as i 
people say — I don’t want to go one, wjy or the other i 
— as it has been claimed The Grind was this time. It i 
is, of course, a matter of degree because it came out < 
in the days when a simple cuss word was offensive. ' 

CHAIRMAN TOPPER: If the Chairman may in- ' 
tervene, he would like to say that Mr. Halberstadt Is 1 
giving him credit for an antiquity that, he cannot be- 
gin to claim. Perhaps I misunderstood his query. I ] 
was not In a position to know either of the founding 
of The Lampoon nor did I have any historical curi- 
osity that would lead me to turn back to the daya of 
William Randolph Hearst’s youth. I believe he was 
one of the founding fathers of that magazine. There- 
fore, in so far as I can pass testimony on it, Mr. Hal- 
berstadt, it would be merely with regard to The Lam- 
poon In my undergraduate days. 

MR. HALBERSTADT: I believe, if I am not mis- 
taken, The Lampoon of your undergraduate days was 
. pretty well established at that time. 

5 CHAIRMAN TOPPER: Yes, you are right. 

MR. HALBERSTADT: I at one time' was in- 
terested in the humor- magazines and The Lampoon, 
and I did a little research on them, and I found out 
at that time that The Lampoon in Its day was to 
outsiders pretty offensive. It kept on for a while, and 
then as it grew older and got some editorial, shall we 
aay, sense, it smoothed out and became what it is 
today, probably the most famous humor magazine in 
this country. And it gets away with a lot of things 
today that it could not have gotten away with even 
in its infancy, because it is qujje old. 

I wish that someone would see that Dr. Linton 
hears my comments, I wish that he was here person- 
ally so that he could have heard them. I think that 
a little further research on that subject might smooth 
out a few of the points. Nevertheless, I just want to 
aay one more thing, and that, is, I do not believe, I 
have never believed since I have been at this Uni- 
versity, I have fought the belief that a free newspaper. 


of the printing or publishing of that newspaper is tl 
under the direct, as distinguished from Indirect, con- n 
trol of a member of the faculty or the administration ; I 
I mean where a member of the faculty or governing l 
board, as was suggested here, was to pass on the edi- d 
torial policy, has to pass on the contents and on the h 
slant of the news stories. That has killed more news- e 
papers in this country in colleges and in high schools t 
than all other reasons put together. I 

Indirect control such as the University has, and e 
which Dr. Marvin in my hearing once publicly stated ' 
that he wished to see continue for good, has proven 1 
to be the most efficient type of control there is, be- « 
cause the editors are subject to a higher authority, s 
and yet they are on their own as much as they need I 
to be to still have a free press. 

Another point Dr. Linton seems to have missed t 
was that the editors of The Hatchet were approved t 
by the Publications Committee — and Dr. Marvin, I t 
have been reminded. It was in their power at that time ] 
to refuse to recognize any member of the Board. Those i 
recommendations were made on the basis of merit. < 
Of course, The Hatchet organization policy has not | 
been followed perfectly in the past five years. I defy i 
anybody to have done so, because The Hatchet policy 
states that the Board of Editors shall consist of, I be- , 
lieve it is, four to seven editors, and there haven’t , 
been four people, up until this last semester, who were 
qualified to be on the Board at the same time. For two 
years during the war it was difficult to find one, much 
less four, and unavoidable occurrences like that hap- 
pened all during the war. Things like that were ap- 
proved and the requirements were waived by the Pub- 
lications Committee, and in regard to the subboard 
and the other Hatchet appointments by their delegates, 
the Board of Editors, who are empowered by the Pub- 
lications Committee to make all subsidiary appoint- 
ments. 

CHAIRMAN TOPPER: May the Chair say before 
recognizing any further speakers that Dr. Linton, I 
believe, has the right to stand on his constitutional 
privilege not to submit to questioning — I am not saying 
necessarily that he will choose to do so. Therefore, you 
will do well to raise all the issues you wish to raise 
with regard to his testimony here and now. 

MR, McNAB : Referring to his last statement that 
that letter should be published in The Hatchet, The 
Hatchet is a student paper and it is under no obliga- 
tion whatsoever to publish letters from people who 
went here one year or 100 years ago, and 1 do not 
think The Hatchet editorial staff needs feel any com- 
pulsion whatsoever in the matter, and I hope the stu- 
dents will not be disappointed when It does not appear 
in The Hatchet. 

MR. ROTHENBERG: I think It is unfortunate, 
Dr. Tupper and members of the Committee, that Dr. 
Linton was not able to remain. I think that the basic 
point, after a long description of the question of The 
Grind, was a recommendation that a Qualifications 
Committee be set up. I would like to say personally, as 
someone who was Involved in past Hatchet editorials, 
and also involved in a slight disagreement with the 
administration of the University, that I, too, have 
disagreed with the content of the editorials of The 
Hatchet, and I have pressed that disagreement with 
the members of it. However, at no time has the thought 
ever entered my mind, and I do not think it should 
enter the minds of the Committee, that any pressure 
should be put by the administration to affect the 
policies of that newspaper in any way. 

I think that Dr. Linton's suggestion that a Quali- 
fications Committee be set up, although innocent 
sounding, is loaded with dynamite. Obviously, the 
members of the Committee, and this is meant with no 
malintent toward any persons who might be members 
of the Committee, can make up their minds for differ- 
ent reasons than the reasons which are expressed in 
determining the qualifications of the editors of The 
Hatchet. 

It seems to me what we have gotten out of this 
hearing this afternoon is this: The editors of The 
Hatchet have been here through the entire hearing. 
They have heard some criticisms of their policies, of 
their techniques. Some of them, frankly, I think, were 
justified. Some of them I think they think were justi- 
fied. I therefore think It has been healthy to that extent. 
But to follow it up in any way with any attempt to 
pressure the editorial board, or for the administration 
to control the editors of the publication of The 
Hatchet, to me would be a very tragic mistake. [Ap- 
i plause] 

CHAIRMAN TOPPER: I am sure that I speak 
for the Committee when I say we have not the re- 
< motest intention of prejudging the issue. We are very 
. eager, naturally, however, to hear the evidence that 
t The Hatchet may have to offer in rebuttal, shall I say, 

> to certain testimony aimed in its general direction. 

I That, of course, waits on a later meeting, and the 
* business that remains for this meeting is the airing 
i of further observations either of a general nature or 
i aimed particularly at Dr. Linton's most recent testi- 
J mony. 

i MISS KATHERINE CHRISTOPH: There was one 

thing I wanted to find out about Dr. Linton’s talk. Was 
l he speaking for the majority of the Publications Com- 
- mittee, Miss Davis? 

t MISS DAVIS: He was making his personal testi- 
i mony. The Publications Committee did not meet and 

0 discuss what his testimony was to be. • 

1 MISS CHRISTOPH: That was just for himself per- 
i- gonally? 

a, t MISS DAVIS u That Is correct. 


that the Committee should make absolutely no recom- 
mendations to the Student Council in regard to The 
Hatchet. The Student Council at George Washington 
University is definitely not representative of the stu- 
dent body. It is merely the rubber stamp of the Greek 
letter fraternities and sororities which control the 
elections. I know, because I am a member of a fra- 
ternity. Before the war I was active in the old Service 
Party, I believe is was, and we had a caucus and decid- 
ed who was going to get what office, and that was the 
way the elections were run. That is why I say the 
fraternities and sororities control the Student Council, 
and therefore I think the Publications Committee 
should make no recommendations to them whatsoever. 
[Applause] 

MR. PUGHE: I would like to differ with Jack on 
that one point. I think this is a very good oppor- 
tunity for this Committee to make recommendations to 
the Student Council. The Student Council is a per- 
petuated body and you always have a Student Council, 
not always the same people. The Student Council 
elections are coming up very shortly, and it is a very 
good opportunity for you to make sure that you have 
the proper kind of people in that Student Council. 

The other thing I Want to talk about, as far as 
recommendations on The Hatchet are concerned, the 
Chairman presented them this morning but I want 
to reemphasize the fact. You say you shouldn’t make 
any recommendations to the Student Council. The' 
Student Council controls the purse strings of The 
Hatchet. It is set up that way, and I see no evidence 
that it has been changed. For that reason, they do 
have some control over The Hatchet, and if they want 
money the only way they can get It is from the admin- 
istration, which would require the Publications Com- 
mittee’s and Dr. Marvin’s approval, and I think the 
point I brought up this morning is valid, that the 
Board of Editors of The Hatchet should be paid, and 
the sub-editorial board should be put on a paid 
basis and restrict their activities strictly to The 
Hatchet, so they earn that money that they are given 
for work on The Hatchet, should be paid, and the sub- 
editorial board should be put on a paid basis and re- 
strict their activities strictly to The Hatchet, so they 
earn that money that they are given for work on The 
Hachet. 

I think those recommendations lean* very strong- 
ly to the administration, through the Student Life 
Committee, and up through President Marvin and the 
Board of Trustees. This thing has gone on long enough 
strictly on a voluntary basis down here. We have a 
large school and we need a good school newspaper, and 
the people who work on it should be In a position 
where they can devote their full time to it, and for 
those reasons and the fact that every student has an 
opportunity to state his choice . , . * should be a very 
strong recommendation made to the Student Council 
... * act upon them ...» and the next Student Council 
will pick up and act on It from then on. 

MR. MERRITT ROSENTHAL: After the Commit- 
tee decides on a course of action and they present their 
views to the Council, what power does the Council have 
to enforce the views except through an appropriation? 
Or how can any decision be reached — that is, a course 
of action? The only conclusion I can see is that the 
Council will get your recommendations, and from 
there it is a blank, so to speak. 


that freedom of the press, can exist where any facet 


MR. JACK WAINGER: It is my firm conviction 


* Remarks inaudible to reporter, from back of the 
room. 

MISS DAVIS : I wish I knew the chain of events. 

I used to be a student here ten years ago and I am not 
real sure how things are right now so far as what hapr. 
pens to the Student Council recommendations. I be- 
lieve they go to the Student Life Committee, and if 
they concern publications, then they go to the Publi- 
cations Committee, and then to the administration and 
then to the Board of Trustees. I know that a revision 
in The Hatchet constitution would have to go to the 
Board of Trustees; and I am sorry to be so dumb 
about it. 

MR. ROSENTHAL: A further point Is that the 
Student Council are presenting their side of the case, 
in other words, taking a position. How can they ac- 
cept recommendations? They more or less are, let’s 
say, prejudiced or biased in the case. They have a 
position. 

Are they the body that should handle your rec- 
ommendations? Shouldn’t It be a more or less impar- 
tial body that has some sort of jurisdiction? 

MISS DAVtS: You see, the Student Council ini- 
tiates suggestions concerning student affairs. They 
are the student government. In this particular In- 
stance, they decided that they In their own group didn't 
have sufficient Information with which to make a de- 
cision, so they approached various members of the 
faculty and students and asked them to act as a com- 
mittee to Inquire into the situation. They had heard 
complaints from students that The Hatchet was not 
functioning as the students would like to see it func- 
tion. They have asked us to look Into it and report 
back to them. 

MR. LOVE: I am very decidedly under the im- 
pression— I cannot recall any definite statement hav- 
ing been made in this respect, but I certainly have the 
very definite impression that I am not wasting my day 
here recommending a lot of stuff that will be tossed 
in the wastebasket. I think that is a very good point 
that you have raised. I am distinctly under the Im- 
pression that the Student Council will accept whatever 
recommendations the Committee makes and act on 
them to the extent that the Council is empowered to 
act. What that procedure is, I do not know. I am 
under the Impression that ultimately it would have to 
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go to the Board of Trustees of the University, but 1 tt 
do not know enough about the University setup to 
know that. ® 

If I find out that X have been here all day for a 
nothing, I am going to be prettjf sore. 

MR. ROSENTHAL: I would like to.know, though. cl 
The Student Council has a stand. I do not think they “ 
should have any stand, as you suggested, if they had ™ 
incomplete facts. Therefore, they should more or less o 
sit in like the Committee is sitting in and try to as- « 
semble the facts; but to come in and present a brief, " 
suggest that they do have facts, and take a definite “ 
side or stand in the case, to me sounds a little am- 
biguous in that your suggestion goes back to them 
after they themselves have presented a side. 

MISS DAVIS: I see your point. w 

MR. LOVE: If this Committee decide to recom- j 
mend anything positive, as I understand it, they will „ 
be obliged to pass that recommendation on to whoever 0 
the next person is. e 

MR. ROSENTHAL: Are they obliged or obli- [, 

gated? 

MR. LOVE: I am under the impression that they f 
are obliged to. Otherwise, they certainly would not. 0 
have been acting in good faith to ask us to come down a 
here and listen to all this stuff. 

CHAIRMAN TOPPER: The decision is within r 

the power of the Committee and not within the Stu- j 
dent Council. \ 

MR. KAYSER: How long does the Publications i 
Committee hold office? t 

MISS DAVIS: This is not the Publications Com- i 
mittee. / ‘ 

MR. KAYSER: The Publications Committee, of ' 
which Dr. Linton is Chairman. 

MISS DAVIS: They are appointed annually. 

MR. KAYSER: And when does the year run out? , 
MISS DAVIS: I think I get my appointment , 

around in August when all the University appoint- , 

ments are made. . i 

MR. KAYSER: Mr Pughe mentioned the fact that 
the Student Council elections are coming up soon, and , 

the fact is that the Student Council, through their 
President, have taken a definite stand ; they have be- 
come the ch[ef prosecution witness. Also, the Chair- 
man of the Publications Committee has become a wit- 
ness, and a member of the Publications Committee is 
on this Investigating committee, so I think in order 
to be fair to any recommendations that this Committee 
may make, they should be passed on with the proviso 
that the Student Council which acts on them shall be 
the new Student Council, and the Publications Commit- 
tee which acts on them shall be the new Publications 
Committee, thereby removing any doubt or any idea 
of prejudice whatsoever. [Applause] 

MISS JEAN FERGUSON: I think probably the 
ground has been covered before, but if you will check 
in the minutes you will find that during the course of 
the afternoon Mr. Strickland said that the recommen- 
dations would be accepted by the Student Council and 
gent from there for action, I think to the Student Life 

Committee. , . . . . . 

MR. LILIEN : What Miss Ferguson just said kind 
of shows how when you hear the same thing you can 
have a different understanding, because I understood 
Mr. Strickland to say he was speaking for himself and 
he didn’t know how the Student CouncU would act on 
the ^recommendations, and I would like to bring that 
point -tp the fore because the Student Council holds in 
Its control the passing on or the pigeonholing of the 
recommendations of the Committee sitting up there. 
Therefore, the Student Council is acting as judge, as 
prbs^cutor, and as witness in this investigation, and 
that, although as Mr. Strickland says we are not run- 
ning by common law, certainly goes against the grain 
of all common decency. [Applause] 

MR. PUGHE: I do not think that we need to be 
too much afraid that the Student Council is going to 
withhold the recommendations of the Committee we 
are testifying before. I do not know whether the peo- 
ple here know all the people on the Council, but I 
know there are people who are definitely not of the 
same opinion as Mr. Strickland. I think that he er- 
roneously stated that he was speaking for the Student 
Council. He may have had a majority vote. I venture 
to say it was a slim majority vote, if it was a majority 
vote. There are very definitely people on the Student 
Council who will act in as fair-minded a way as they 
possibly can, and I think they will think in the same 
manner and vein as some of the rest of us. The recom- 
mendations will be forwarded on to the Student Life 
Committee, to the President, and to the Board of 
Trustees, and I do not think that we have to feel that 
possibly because some of the members of the Student 
Council may have taken sides, that the Student Coun- 
cil as a whole, which will act on the recommendations 
of this Committee, will withhold the recommendations 
of the Committee and In any way squelch what has 
gone on and what recommendations they will make. 

CHAIRMAN TOPPER: Is there further testl- 

mony ? 

MR. KAYSER: I still am of the opinion that you 
have not gotten the feeling of the students. The Stu- 
n Council, as Mr. Strickland himself stated, was 
elected by one-tenth of the student body voting, and 
since the elections were held numerous veterans have 
t come back and part of the people who voted have 
graduated. I do not know very many of the members 
of the Student Council I know Mr. Strickland and Mr. 
Pughe and Larry Woodward here. I feel that the voice 
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of the student body has not been heard yet You had 
a lew students here but a very small percentage of 
the 11,000 undergraduate students In this University. 

It seems to me you should put It to the Student 
Council that this recommendation be held over until 
a new Student Council takes office, and make this part 
of the campaign. As we have said, the Student Coun- 
cil election is a contest between the fraternities and 
sororities, fighting among themselves for office, more 
or .less for prestige and glory for the individual sorori- 
ty and fraternity; but if this became a Student Coun- 
cil issue, I think a clear-cut case could be made on 
whether the students wanted The Hatchet to remain 
Independent or be run by the .Stud ent Council. The 
Student Council, under the guidap£? of Mr. Strickland, 
has brought charges here. Mr. Morris has a couple of 
charges. Mr. Strickland has what I feel is personal 
animosity, and outside of that we have heard no other 
witnesses. If the Student Council can bring The 
Hatchet before an investigating committee like this, 
it can not only happen this time; it can happen every 
other week. Every time The Hatchet publishes an 
editorial that doesn’t suit somebody, he can set up an 
investigating committee. 

Let the students have a voice and I think you will 
find the overwhelming number of students in favor 
of an independent Hatchet and they will back up any 
action which The Hatchet may take. 


MR. JANSON: ■ I think we are laboring under a ' 
misapprehension. This open hearing we are having f 
here was to enable the students to be able to present ( 
whatever criticisms they have in open hearing, because £ 
in the accusations that were made by different people 
against The Hatchet back and forth, what people said, { 
it seems as though the major criticism that was direct- j 
ed against The Hatchet was that it was biased and 
would not present both sides of the case, and the only 
reasonable way to get at a situation of that type where 
it is contended that The Hatchet wifi not print both 
sides of the case, is to have an open hearing of this 
type, and if you cannot get more students to attend, 
obviously more students are not interested, and it 
seems to me like the best thing to have, everything 
considered, is this situation. 

Again, much as I may or may not like what Mr. 
Strickland has said, it is obvious that The Hatchet is 1 
not on trial. This is just an open hearing for people ' 
who have something to say against them, and they 
are here to defend themselves. Nobody is going to 
hang anybody, and I do not think some of your criti- 
cisms are justified. , 

CHAIRMAN TUPPER : The last thing the Com- 
mittee wishes to do is play Charlie McCarthy to any- 
body’s Edgar Bergen. 

MR. KAYSER: I have heard reference a number 
of times to both sides of the story being presented in 
The Hatchet. I do not think both sides of a story can 
be presented on an editorial page. An editorial page is 
not where you give the pro and con for or against any- 
thing. In the news story in other parts of the paper, 
you may treat the issue and give both sides of the case, 
but the editorial page is left for the editors of the 
newspaper to take a stand. I think that is what The 
Hatchet has done. I feel both sides of the issue have 
been given. In the case of the interfratemlty dance, 
they published it; they said what happened at the 
Council dance that was being given, the band, et cet- 
era; but in the editorial they said they thought the ac- 
tion taken by the Interfraternity CouncU was very 
bad, and they should be fined. 

The editorial has to be left for the editors to ex- 
press their own opinions, and they cannot necessarily 
say, "One side of the story is this and another side 
of the story is that.’’ That makes them straddle the 
fence and gets nowhere. At least here you have a 
newspaper that wUl Speak, wiU show you how they 
feel. If they feel wrong, you can write letters to the 
Letters to the Editor column; but they cannot be ex- 
pected to take both sides of the issue at the same time. 
That does not make newspaper sense. 

MR. PUGHE: I disagree with that, as to whether 
they can state both sides of the question. In an edito- 
rial they give an opinion. In giving that opinion, they 
show how they arrived at that opinion, and the only 
way they show how they arrive at that opinion is to 
show how one side of the argument overbalances the 
other side of the argument. If you do it that way, you 
obviously have to give both sides of the argument, and 
an editor can reach a conclusion which he feels is 
correct but he stUl has shown both sides throughout 
the editorial. 

MR. CHARLES BAKER: I think really before 
this hearing should proceed further, the group assem- 
bled here, the Committee, should have a definite under- 
standing as to exactly how the Committee recommen- 
dation wUl be received by the Student CouncU. I think 
there should be a definite understanding by the ma- 
jority of the Student CouncU exactly how the recom- 
mendations of the Committee wUl be received. 

CHAIRMAN TUPPER: You would like a clarifi- 
cation of the machinery by which any decision the 
Committee might reach would be transmitted to other 
authorities? 

MR. BAKER: Yes. Otherwise, we are wasting our 
time here in making these remarks. To begin with, 
Mr. Strickland’s remarks are entirely out of order if 
the recommendation made by the Committee wUl be 
received by the Student CouncU, and wUl be acted 
upon accordfng to their own wishes, 
i CHAIRMAN TUPPER: I can assure you that the 
■ Committee is as eager to get precise clarification (we 
«re -pretty sure of the situation, but to get precise 
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clarification) as you are to have us get tt. 

Anything further? Mr. Pughe, can you clhrify 
that matter as to the relationship of the Student Coun- 
cU to the report the Committee wUl present? 

MR. PUGHE: My interpretation of the way stu- 
dent government Is set up down here (I think there 
is a chart that shows it up on the blackboard) is that 
the Student CouncU acts; the next step is the Student 
Life Committee; the Student Life Committee goes up 
to Dr. Marvin; Dr. Marvin goes on up to the Board 
of Trustees. That is the chain of command of how 
your problems are solved at the University, as I un- 
derstand it. 

MR. KAYSER: Has the President of the Student 
Council or the Student Life Committee the power to 
override the investigating committee’s findings? 

MR. PUGHE: What is that? 

MR. KAYSER: Would the Student Life Commit- 
tee be liable to throw out the findings of the Commit- 
tee if they so desire? 

MR. PUGHE: I suppose they could. I would like 
to see them try It! They are bound to carry that thing 
through or something is going to happen. 

MR. DON LIEF: This is just a very minor point, 

I suppose, but since it is ah just a chain of command 
that this goes on to this, and goes on to this, then the 
Committee may make a report to the Student CouncU, 
which may or may not act upon it and submit their re- 
port to the Student Life Committee, which may or may 
not act upon it, and in aU of the steps in this chain 
each one has the power to go forward or stop. Is there 
anything to prevent President Marvin, without any 
previous report from any other administrative or stu- 
dent committee, from suggesting action directly to tha 
Board of Trustees? 

CHAIRMAN TOPPER: I think he would simply 
not dream of proceeding in that fashion. The Com- 
mittee has been set up to draw upon student opinion 
and to proceed through duly constituted organizations. 

I am quite sure the process tfdU be that. • _ v 

MR. HALBERSTADT: I just want to add one 
thing to what I said before. What this gentleman just 
said brought it to mind, that there is nothing to pre- 
vent any of these succeeding chains of command from 
reversing the Investigating Committee's findings, ex- 
cept this, and this is also something that I think the 
Investigating Committee should also bear in mind: Dr. 
Marvin and the Board of Trustees are on record as 
favoring impartial freedom of the press in this school. 

Also, a few remarks have been dropped as to the good 
this can or cannot do. I would like the Committee to 
bear in mind — and .everybody else who is interested in 
this — the tact that this investigation can do the Uni- 
versity a lot of good; it can do the University a lot of Vi 

There are elements right In this town that have _ 
it in for the University — let’s face facts— and theft— 
would love to get their hands on what would pass for 
a scandal at G. W„ such as the suppression of a free 
press, or something of that sort, and they would make , 
the most of it. .. 

I am not trying to tell the Committee that they 
should or should not suggest control of The Hatchet I 
would Just like them to bear in mind that these ele- 
ments can and probably will make the most of any- 
thing that smacks of suppression of a free press, and 
that it will do the University much more harm than 
anything that has been done here in the past ten years. 

CHAIRMAN TUPPER: Is there further testi- 
mony? 

MR. BIALEK: I would like to emphasize some- 
thing that has been said before. I think there is one 
procedure that could be taken that would stop this 
worrying about chain of command: that after The 
Hatchet presents its case, the Committee approve that 
it be dropped. So far we have heard the personal pique 
of Larry Strickland and John Morris, and a disagree- 
ment as to interpretation of facts between the Board 
of Editors and the Chairman of the Publications Com- 
mittee. Beyond that, these concern specific editorials, 
and so forth, but not so much the organization of The 
Hatchet, and I think on the basis of that, we have 
little basis for action, and therefore I think the way 
to clear the -whole thing up, after The Hatchet sub- 
1 mits its brief, unless something new and startling 
1 comes out, is for the whole thing to be dropped, and 
1 then the Student Council has no basis for sending it 
1 to anybody and nobody has any basis for sending it 
1 through the wrong channels or reversing it or passing 
■ It on. 


CHAIRMAN TUPPER: Certainly we are very 
anxious to get full and complete testimony from The 
Hatchet itself, and as I understand it, a week at least 
should elapse in order that The Hatchet should hava 
an opportunity to draw up its material. That is the 
wish of The Hatchet, is it? Publication of the time and 
place of this subsequent meeting will appear in The 
Hatchet. 

MR. LEWIS: May I ask whether all the criticisms 
against The Hatchet have been presented today? WUl 
there be any further criticisms? If there are, I should 
like to have them presented today so that we may be 
fully prepared to answer any criticisms. . 

MR. LOVE: It Is my understanding that every- 
body who was to appear critically was here today. 
Since nobody is getting up and saying anything, I 
guess that is all done. 

CHAIRMAN TUPPER: If there Is nothing fur- 
ther, the Chair will declare the meeting adjourned and 
there win be a subsequent meeting at least a week 
hence. -•; 

- * [Thfe he*rtnjf’*as adjourned at four-forty o’clock.] 
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Freshmen 
Find Signs 
Of Spring 


BY LEIGH CUBBY 
• SPRING WAS STILL around tha 
corner last Friday night, but at tha 
Freshman Dance in the Annapolis 
Hotel it was definitely in the air. 
The gloomy dampness outside waa 
quickly dispelled by the painty at- 
mosphere and the green leaf motif 
of the ballroom. 

The danceable offerings of Bill 
Harward's orchestra were spiced by 
a variety of South American 
rhythms. At one point a boisterous 
conga line reeled dizzily around the 
floor until it broke up in a happy 
confusion. 

Betty King opened the floor show 
with a smooth rendition of “Stars 
in Your Eyes.” She was followed 
by Ann Penningroth, fresh from 
her triumph in “Freshman Follies,” 
who rendered several comedy 
vocals, topped by her version of 
“Dinah.” > 

High point of the show was the 
guest appearance of lithe Llbbie 
Logan in an enthusiastically re- 
ceived dance solo. She also paired 
with Jim Speaks in a highly orig- 
inal— if not aboriginal— bit of fancy- 
stepping. 

The dance was for the benefit of 
the University Hospital Fund. 
Thanks to the efforts of Freshman 
President Jim Speaks, Secretary 
Phyllis Weissinger, and Walter 
Hanson, the student body also prof- 
ited by an evening of good enter- 
tainment 


BY GERRY LIEBL1CH 

• OUR FAVORITE Groundhog came up recently and brought a 
whole batch of news from the underworld. 

The Sigma Chi’s ran a Greenwich Village party I Saturday 
night. The drinking began in a barn hired for the occasion, but 
the Weather Man moved therti back to the Sigma Chi House. Ac- 
cording to the boys, it was a spectacular party, because there 
were no spectacular twosomes, and no one was spectacularly 
drunk or sober. 

The girls weren’t the only one pitching the curves at the 
Freshman Dance Saturday night. . . Jim Speaks swung a mean 
hip too. . . Phyliss Weissinger threw a grand party at the An- 
napolis, where many Sigma Nu’s got their kicks between whirls 
at the dance.' . , 1 \ j 

The K D’s were warned a while ago by some anonymous 
fraternity men that if they didn’t polish their plaque, they’d 
lose it. . . Well, the girls are hoping that their little plaque will 
return soon, shining brightly. , 

Archie Bennington and Dot tie Pittinger, Hobart Pepper and 
Bev Harris, drinking it all in at the Oasis the other night. . . Jack 
Lapham and Mary Ellen Allison seen “Bird n’ beein’ ” lately. 

Nelson Wurz, old Cue and Curtain Standby, put up Jiis hair 
and scrubbed Lisner’s stage Saturday afternoon. . . 

The K. A’s are mighty pleased with what they consider their 
new “palace.” , . . located at 1523 New Hampshire Ave., N.W- 


Current Affairs Club Attends 
Model ECOSOC at Baltimore 


By LEW HOFFACKEB 

• “THERE IS NOTHING quite so stimulating as a bunch of 
poor intellectuals discussing an intellectual topic,” several Cur- 
rent Affairs club members remarked upon returning from the In- 
tercollegiate Model ECOSOC, Economic and Social Council, held 
Saturday at Mt. St. Agnes College in Baltimore. 

CACMer (colloquialism for 
“Current Affairs club mem- 
bers”) Colin Hughes was privi- 
leged to be the delegate to initiate 
discussion on the conference topic, 

“The Displaced Persons and Immi- 
gration Barriers/' 

Sessions were held in a manner 
duplicating the actual UNESCO ses- 
sion*— half-circle conference table, 
advisors backing the chief dele- 


gates, and thb threat of a veto In 
the Security Council by the USSR 
delegate. 

CACmers’ comments received 
general acclaim from the assem- 
blage, and we came away assured 
that the Current Affairs Club had 
made a good first impression in this 
initial venture Into the Intercolle- 
giate field. 


ALL STATES CAFETERIA 

in All States Hotel 


514 19th Street 


Breakfast Served 6:45 to 9 


•**«'»»**,* 


Luncheon Served 11 to 2 


Beautiful Belly Is walking on an, 

She always seems able to strike it 
Nylotu are nylons but everyone knows 


Blue Plate Special 40c 

Soup - Meat - One Vegetable 
Bread and Butter - Coffee or Tea 


Use make-up by ■ houM with 
over thirty year, experience 
in supplying the aU|t, screen, 
churches, clubs, summer 
camps, etc. with professional 
make-up. Our special service 
department will work out 
your individual problems 
without charge. 


Dinner Served Weekdays 4:30-7:30 

Complete dinners 70c and 80c 

f ~~ 1 

Dinner Served Sunday 12 to 4 

Complete dinners 85c, 1.00 and 1.15 


IV H! 


CU» of 1893 Claw of 1M7 

The American college man's collar bore the famous 
Arrow label. Today, if you buy any product — 
•hirt, tie, spor ts shirt, un derwear or handkerchief 
that bears the it still means JHIllll ITV! 




DAVE MARGOLIS 

22nd and G Streets, N. W. 
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Sports 


Hatche 


Sports Editor in Gridmen 

Look Good 
To Stahley 


Tennis Schedule NA^OITIGn 

• April 8, Cornell, here; 18, . , - 

Navy. there; 19, Georgetown, nAAnCTOtC 
there; 22, Maryland, there; 25, | I w N/ O I W I 3 

American, there; May 2, Amer- _ 

lean, here; 7, Georgetown, here; wa/J 

16, Virginia, here. % llOnOlGCI 


Lacrosse Club 


o TEN OF THE University’s top 
women basketball players were 
honored last week, when class man- 
agers chose the “Honorary Var- 
sity” team. 

The girls, chosen-on the basis ol in- 
dividual ability, teamwork, and out- 
standing play throughout the sea- 
son were Jeanne Read, Lynn Harps- 
ter, Leuvenia Peel, Anne Hirst, Sue 
Berger, and Betty Bennett. Sub- 
varsity players chosen were Audrey 
Wiggins, Mickey Tolan, Janice Mar- 
tin, and Calva Kephart. 

The newly-crowned women hoops- 
ters took the floor last Wednes- 
day night in the University gym- 
nasium against an alunlni team and 
came out on the long end of a 20- 
12 score. Betty June Karle sparked 
the alumni’s game efforts while 
Betty Bennett played the major 
role in the varsity victory. 


Spangler Sparkles 
In Initial Varsity 
Spring Scrimmage 

• SHADES OF a powerhouse foot- 
ball team were staring Coach 
"Skip” Stahley in V 1 *® fac ® after 
watching 55 huskies go through 
their first scrimmage of the year 
last Saturday on a wind swept foot- 
ball field. 

Not addicted to exuberant state- 
ments, Stahley admitted that the 
“scrimmage had been very satisfac- 
tory for the first scrimmage of the 
year.” 

Several of the lettermen return- 
ed from last year’s squad gave Stah- 
ley good reason to roar, outstand- 
ing of whom was Bill Spangler, 
who has been shifted from the 
quarterback slot into the fullback 
position. Spangler, who last year as 
^ a freshman was hailed as a poten- 


Formed Here 

• MISS JENNY Turnbull of the 
Women’s Physical Education De- 
partment announced last week the 
formation of a lacrosse club which 
will meet every Tuesday afternoon 
at 4 p. m. 

The announcement marks the re- 
turn of the sport after a long 
abandonment during the war years. 
Instruction in lacrosse was orig- 
inally offered to the students as a 
gym class, but insufficient enroll- 
ment caused the course to be 
dropped. 


Inframural Boxers 
Hold Ring Prelims 

• UNIVERSITY BOXERS and 
wrestlers will participate in the 
preliminaries of the annual intra- 
mural boxing and wrestling tourna- 
ment Friday, March 28, at , 7:30 
•». m. 

A regulation ring Is being set up. 
»nd the contests will be held in the 
gymnasium. All boxing matches 
will be refereed by Joe Carlo. Wil- 
son High School coach, while the 
matmen will be presided over by 
Henry Auglesewicz. 


• JIMMY RAUSCH, captain of the 
1940-47 Colonial baaketballers won 
new honors for himself this week 
when Trans-Radio announced, that 
It had selected him to the All- 
Southern Basketball team. The 
team Includes three players from 
Kentucky Unlversltyand one from 
Duke. 


Flat 1944 Convertible Coupe, 
fine condition, $509. Owner leav- 
ing town, must sell. Call EX 
6101, ext 418, or Overlook 8849, 
after 7 p. m. 


ESTABLISHED 1905 


JEWELERS AND SILVERSMITHS 


1744 PENN A. AVE. N.W. 

(2 BLOCKS WEST OF WHITE HOUSEI 

I FAMOUS WATCHIS I 

WARE COSTUME JEWELRY 

FINE DIAMONDS 


tial All-American quarterback, 
threatens to stake thc^same claim 
in his new position. Possessed with 
a fine pair of legs. Spangler is em- 
erging as “a fast back with plenty 
of drive" for whom Stahley has 
been looking since last year. 

Additional shifts in positions 
found tackle Tony Danowski also 
being tested for a fullback role, 
Frankie Cgvallo moving Into the 
blocking back spot, Hank Bartel- 
lonl from fullbaok to wing back, Joe 
Roble from guard to end, and end 
Johnny Grinnell and fullback Joe 
Famulatte to the center position. 

All the men working out under 
Stahley now are members of last 
year's squad, and he was well- 
pleased with the showing of his 
two tackle stalwarts. Carl Butkus 
and Harvey Shipman. Both these 
men figure heavily in Stahley*s 
plans for another iron-man line, 
and both proved on Saturday that 
they have lost none of the power 
which played havoc with enemy 
backs last year. 


TUTORING 

Individual and Group In These and Other Courses 
CHEMISTRY 11, 12 HISTORY, 40, 72, J74, 182 

MATHEMATICS-oll courses PHILOSOPHY 2 
PHYSICS 5, 8 PSYCHOLOGY 1, 2 

STATISTICS 51, 52 POLITICAL SCIENCE 10 

ECONOMICS 1. 2 ZOOLOGY 1, 2 


BIRTHSTONE RINGS 
WATCH AND CLOCK REPAIRS 
: JEWELRY REPAIRS 

WE SOUCIT AND SERVICE SILVER CLUBS 
4 V DISTRICT 0522 'f 


my gradvsrt* »u»ora— Established 10 yaars 

Satisfaction Ouerantnnd 

District 4122 (Days) — EE. 4027-9, sat. 419 (Ni,kt.| 


IT'S BEEN THAT WAY 
SINCE SHE'S WEARING 
BORIS DODSONS! 


‘The Rexall Store' 


3135 E Street, N.W. at Virginia Avanwa 


Genuine Nylon Hair Brushes * tl 

Wooden Shower Clogs M 

Pro-war Stylo Bathing Caps 71 

2.75 Lilly's Loxtron M's Vitamins ..... 1-5 

Original "Kurlash" Rubber Refills ; ..I! 

Lifebuoy Soap— no limit 11 

We gift wrap end prepare for mailing your EASTER GIFT 
FREE OF CHARGE ' 


THE TREASURE HOUR OF sunC 

...Stan of Hie MrtropolHon Opera, lodlo'. 
Outstanding Program of fin# Musk 


^0 YOM U neYer ** i" cIms by yourself 

...when you,, the ,i,| in , ht d^, 

Jsnior styling .id, „ min ,*™du 0 , ^ ^ ^ 

m..n. . ^ Junior0rigjiuL 

Ml sssen ro ifceea. W 


Ftr Ytur Ctatiilmi 

Francis Scott Key 
Ctffec Shop 


Cigar Dept. 

THU Week Only! 

25% discount on ell nationally 
advertised pipes. 

Weber - Kaywoodies - Yellow 
Bole - Milanos - Medico 
Dr. Grabow, etc. 

Roget's Thesaurus, 
thumb-indexed 2.49 

nt YN ALONE _ „ „ 

■man i tout 69c 


Food Dept. 

Beked Virginia Ham Steak, 
sauce, choice of two 
vegetables, bread and 
butter 75c 


Our Meixenine Dinim 
Room is available — FREl 


OF CHARGE! for meet- 
ings, dinners, etc., to eny 
G.W. fraternities, soror- 
ities end other groups. 
Cal us for bookings. 


TH€ n€W€R 


1214-20 f Street 




FAYE 
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University Helmsmen 
Sink Princeton 62-55 


KA Nips Theta Delts 
For Volleyball Title 


TrackivMMt Form 


•. aLl MEN interested In 
forming a track team to partic- 
ipate in inter-collegiate, NCAA, 
IC4A and AAU competition are 
urged to attend a meeting to 
be held tomorrow at 12:10 p. rti. 
In Room A of Columbian House. 
Those unable to attend may also 
contact Jack Behling through the 
Intramural Athletic Office, 2027 
H St., N. W. 


By ARCH HARRISON 

• RACING IN TWENTY mile winds and choppy waters, the Uni- 
versity sailing team trimmed the Princeton Yacht Club sailors by 
a score of 62-55 over the weekend at the Corinthian Yacht Club. 
The two day series marked the initial appearance of the Colonial 
team at home, and also their first contest in the spring racing. 

The scrap for high scoring 
honors ended in a tie, with 
Jack Blodgett of Princeton and 
George Washington’s Bill Hastings 
taking 18 points each. 

Pat Granger got the jump on 
everybody in the first race when 
•he sailed out from a crowded start 
to win. She was followed by Bill 
Hastings, and Jack Smith took fifth 
to put the Colonials into a 16-11 


By SKIP FOSTER 

• AFTER BLASTING their way to a see- saw, 15-11 victory In the 
first match, the Kappa Alpha volleyball team dropped the second 
game to the Theta Delts by the same score. 

Tlje result was a playoff match which saw the finely co- 
ordinated KA’s go on to nip the hard fighting TDX’s, 17-15, 
clinching th* University Intra- 
mural volleyball championship. 

This was the culmination of a 
week of fast and furious volleyball 
which found Kappa Alpha and 
Theta Delta Chi undefeated and 
paired for the final championship 
game last Sunday. 

The final match of the three 
games rocked back and forth until 
the Theta Delts tied it up at 14 
apiece, whereupon the referee an- 
nounced that the first team scoring 
two points Irt succession would be 
declared the winner.* 

Immediately the KA's went out 


Blue for the only time taking first 
and third places. Their total was 
not enough, however, to top the 
University skippers. 

A perpetuating trophy was 
awarded to the Colonial team, and 
Is up for the taking each time 
Princeton and George Washington 
meet. The trophy la a copper beer 
mug, and fhe losing team will , fill 

Heavy weather halted the seriee it and toast the winner it a party, 
after only two races on Saturday 
with the G. W. Sailors holding a 
28-21 advantage. Sunday morning 
milder weather was expected but 
no break came and the high wlndi 
continued to make racing a difficult 
proposition. In the third race the 
team* broke even with 11 points 
•ach. 

The Colonials stretched their lead 
to 55-43 in the fourth race, whep 
Harvey Lekson, sailing his first 
race for the home team, crossed 
the finish line 100 yards ahead of 
of his teammate, Gene Cheney. 

Gene piloted her dinghy over the 
line closely followed by Princeton’s 
Jack Blodget who was overlapping 
her. 

In the last race the tailors from 
Tigertown outscored the Buff and 


into the lead, but could not atop 
a determined Theta Delt squad who 
again tied up the game *t is all. 
Setting a fast pace, the Kappa Al- 
pha team showed amazing passing 
ability and once more took the 
lead, this time holding en to U 
until they scored the next point, 
winning the championship, ^17-lS. 

Members of the winning KA team 
were Orchard Bennington, Norman 
Dancy, Hobart Pepper, Bill Pollard, 
Bob Tull and Howard Vodder 
Brugge. 1 i 


Diamond men 
Begin Final 
Preparations 


• WITH THEIR practice sessions 
confihed to the gymnasium for the 
past two weeks by . cold weather 
and rain,' the Colonial diamond 
squad finally moved out onto the 
practice field at the Ellipse this 
week to make ready for the April 
I 3 opener with Washington and Lee. 

The move to the* wide op*n 
spaces will enable Coach Vincerit 
deAngelis to work out the squad 
as an' entire unit for the first time.-* 
He will not choose his starting nine 
bntil shortly before the opening 
game next week. 

The light “conditioning” drills 
through which the varsity candi- 
dates have been going has rounded 
them into comparatively good phya« 
teal shape. Sore arms have loos- 
ened up and the men have been 
getting thqir legs and wind In 
shape with daily runs around the 
gym. 


Softball Competition 
Undergoes Delay 

• OFFICIAL OPENING of the 
intramural softball season has 
been temporarily delayed, and will 
commence when the department re- 
ceives a release from the City Rec- 
reation Department for. the use of 
the city’s diamond facilities. 

At present, Joe Krbpa, director of 
Intramural Athletics, Is awaiting 
the green light and hopes that 
notification will be received shortly. 

It Is still not too late to register 
for a place tn the competition. All 
Interested teams and players should 
contact Joe Krupa at the athletic 
office, 2027 H Street. 
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